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The Occupation of Icelan 


OUR NATIONAL SECURITY DEMANDS IT 
By PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 
Message to Congress, July 7, 1941 


O the Congress of the United States: I am trans- 
mitting herewith for the information of the Congress 
a message I received from the Prime Minister of Ice- 
land on July 1, and the reply I addressed on the same day 
to the Prime Minister of Iceland in response to this message. 

In accordance with the understanding so reached, forces 
of the United States Navy have today arrived in Iceland in 
order to supplement, and eventually to replace, the British 
forces which have until now been stationed in Iceland in 
order to insure the adequate defense of that country. 

As I stated in my message to the Congress of September 3 
last, regarding the acquisition of certain naval and air bases 
from Great Britain in exchange for certain over-age de- 
strovers, considerations of safety from overseas attack are 
fundamental. 


Cannor Permit OccuPATION 


The United States cannot permit the occupation by Ger- 
many of strategic outposts in the Atlantic to be used as air 
or naval bases for eventual attack against the Western Hem- 
isphere. We have no desire to see any change in the present 
sovereignty of those regions. 

Assurance that such outposts in our defense frontier re- 
main in friendly hands is the very foundation of our national 
security and of the national security of every one of the inde- 
pendent nations of the new world. 

For the same reason substantial forces of the United States 
have now been sent to the bases acquired last year from Great 
Britain in Trinidad and in British Guiana, in the south, in 
order to forestall any pincers movement undertaken by Ger- 
many against the Western Hemisphere. It is essential that 
Germany should not be able successfully to employ such tac- 
tics through sudden seizure of strategic points in the South 
Atlantic and in the North Atlantic. 


Sees TripLE THREAT 


The occupation of Iceland by Germany would constitute 
a serious threat in three dimensions: 

The threat against Greenland and the northern portion 
of the North American Continent, including the islands 
which lie off it. 

The threat against all shipping in the North Atlantic. 

The threat against the steady flow of munitions to Britain 
—which is a matter of broad policy clearly approved by the 
Congress. 

It is, therefore, imperative that the approaches between 
the Americas and those strategic outposts, the safety of which 
this country regards as essential to its national security, and 
which it must therefore defend, shall remain open and free 
from all hostile activity or threat thereof. 

As Commander in Chief, I have consequently issued orders 
to the Navy that all necessary steps be taken to insure the 
safety of communications in the approaches between Iceland 
and the United States, as well as on the seas between the 
United States and all other strategic outposts. 

This government will insure the adequate defense of Ice- 
land with full recognition of the independence of Iceland 
as a sovereign state. 

In my message to the Prime Minister of Iceland I have 
given the people of Iceland the assurance that the American 
forces sent there would in no way interfere with the internal 
and domestic affairs of that country, and that immediately 
upon the termination of the present international emergency 
all American forces will be at once withdrawn, leaving the 
people of Iceland and their government in full and sov- 
ereign control of their own territory. 


FRANKLIN D. RoosEVELT. 
The White House, July 7, 1941. 
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EXCHANGE OF NOTES 


WASHINGTON, July 7.—Following are the texts of 
messages exchanged on July 1 between President Roosevelt 
and Hermann Jonasson, Prime Minister of Iceland: 

From the Prime Minister to the President: 

In a conversation of June 24, the British Prime Minister 
explained that British forces in Iceland are required else- 
where. At the same time he stressed the immense impor- 
tance of adequate defense of Iceland. He also called my 
attention to the declaration of the President of the United 
States to the effect that he must take all necessary measures 
to ensure the safety of the Western Hemisphere—one of the 
President’s measures is to assist in the defense of Iceland— 
and that the President is therefore prepared to send here 
immediately United States troops to supplement and even- 
tually to replace the British force here. But that he does 
not consider that he can take this course except at the invi- 
tation of the Iceland government. 

After careful consideration of all the circumstances the 
Iceland government, in view of the present state of affairs, 
admits that this measure is in accordance with the interest 
of Iceland, and therefore is ready to entrust the protection 
of Iceland to the United States on the following conditions: 

1. United States promise to withdraw all their military 
forces, land, air and sea from Iceland immediately on con- 
clusion of present war. 

2. United States further promise to recognize the abso- 
lute independence and sovereignty of Iceland and to exer- 
cise their best efforts with those powers which will negotiate 
the peace treaty at the conclusion of the present war in order 
that such treaty shall likewise recognize the absolute inde- 
pendence and sovereignty of Iceland. 

3. United States promise not to interfere with govern- 
ment of Iceland while their armed forces remain in this 
country nor afterwards. 

4. United States promise to organize the defense of the 
country in such a way as to ensure the greatest possible safety 
for the inhabitants themselves and assure that they suffer 
minimum disturbance from military activities; these activi- 
ties being carried out in consultation with Iceland authorities 
as far as possible. Also, because of small population of Ice- 
land and consequent danger to nation from presence of a 
numerous army, great care must be taken that only picked 
troops are sent here. Military authorities should be also 
instructed to keep in mind that Icelanders have been un- 
armed for centuries and are entirely unaccustomed to mili- 
tary discipline and conduct of troops towards the inhabi- 
tants of the country should be ordered accordingly. 

5. United States undertake defense of the country without 
expense to Iceland and promise compensation for all damage 
occasioned to the inhabitants by their military activities. 

6. United States promise to further interests of Iceland 
in every way in their power, including that of supplying the 
country with sufficient necessities, of securing necessary ship- 
ping to and from the country and making in other respects 
favorable commercial and trade agreements with it. 

7. Iceland government expects that declaration made by 
President in this connection will be in agreement with these 
promises on the part of Iceland, and government would 
much appreciate its being given the opportunity of being 
cognizant with wording of this declaration before it is pub- 
lished. 

8. On the part of Iceland it is considered obvious that if 
United States undertakes defense of the country it must be 
strong enough to meet every eventuality and particularly in 
the beginning it is expected that as far as possible effort 


will be made to prevent any special danger in connection 
with change-over. Iceland government lays special stress 
on there being sufficient airplanes for defensive purposes 
wherever they are required and they can be used as soon as 
decision is made for United States to undertake the defense 
of the country. 

This decision is made on the part of Iceland as an abso- 
lutely free and sovereign state and it is considered as matter 
of course that United States will from the beginning rec- 
ognize this legal status of the country, both states im- 
mediately exchanging diplomatic representatives. 


From the President to the Prime Minister: 

I have received your message in which you have informed 
me that after careful consideration of all the circumstances 
the Iceland government, in view of the present state of 
affairs, admits that the sending to Iceland of United States 
troops to supplement and eventually to replace the present 
British forces there would be in accordance with the interest 
of Iceland and that, therefore, the Iceland government is 
ready to entrust the protection of Iceland to the United 
States on the following considerations: 

(Here the eight points of the Prime Minister’s message 
were repeated verbatim. ) 

You further state that this decision is made on the part 
of Iceland as an absolutely free and sovereign state, and 
that it is considered as a matter of course that the United 
States will from the beginning recognize the legal status 
of Iceland, both states immediately exchanging diplomatic 
representatives. 

I take pleasure in confirming to you hereby that the con- 
ditions set forth in your communication now under ac- 
knowledgment are fully acceptable to the government of the 
United States and that these conditions will be observed in 
the relations between the United States and Iceland. I may 
further say that it will give me pleasure to request of the 
Congress its agreement in order that diplomatic representa- 
tives may be exchanged between our two countries. 

It is the announced policy of the government of the 
United States to undertake to join with the other nations 
of the Western Hemisphere in the defense of the New 
World against any attempt at aggression. In the opinion 
of this government it is imperative that the integrity and 
independence of Iceland should be preserved because of the 
fact that any occupation of Iceland by a power whose only 
too clearly apparent plans for world conquest include the 
domination of the peoples of the New World would at 
once directly menace the security of the entire Western 
Hemisphere. 

It is for that reason that in response to your message 
the government of the United States will send immediately 
troops to supplement and eventually to replace the British 
forces now there. 


PLepces No INTERFERENCE 


The steps so taken by the government of the United States 
are taken in full recognition of the sovereignty and inde- 
pendence of Iceland and with the clear understanding that 
American military or naval forces sent to Iceland will in no 
wise interfere in the slightest degree with the internal and 
domestic affairs of the Icelandic people; and with the fur- 
ther understanding that immediately upon the termination of 
the present international emergency, all such military and 
naval forces will be at once withdrawn leaving the people 
of Iceland and their government in full sovereign control of 
their own territory. 

The people of Iceland hold a proud position among the 
democracies of the world, with a historic tradition of free- 
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dom and of individual liberty which is more than a thousand 
years old. It is, therefore, all the more appropriate that in 
response to your message, the government of the United 
States, while undertaking this defensive measure for the 
preservation of the independence and security of the de- 
mocracies of the new world, should at the same time be 


afforded the privilege of co-operating in this manner with 
your government in the defense of the historic democracy 
of Iceland. 

I am communicating this message, for their information, 
to the governments of all the other nations of the Western 
Hemisphere. 


A Call to Reason 


SHALL WE STUMBLE ON TO THE NIGHT OF CHAOS? 


By HERBERT HOOVER, Former President of the United States 
Delivered over N.B.C., June 29, 1941 


IX weeks ago | made a statement to the American 
people upon the relation of the United States to 
this war. 

‘That address has received large approval. It has naturally 
been disliked by the extremists. ‘That is the psychosis of war. 
‘That disease has two outstanding symptoms. Those who 
catch it lose their reason in the fever of emotion. And in 
that fever intolerance rises to a pitch where it seeks to 
frighten men from free speech by defamation. 

Since making that address four momentous events have 
happened which greatly change the shape of things. They 
must be incorporated in American thinking. There is the 
war between Hitler and Stalin. There is the final proof that 
in certain vital circumstances air power is ascendant over 
sea power. ‘There are the provocative actions in the sinking 
of the Robin Moor. Propaganda of fear or hate to force us 
into war has been intensified. It comes from foreign sources, 
from Cabinet officers and American organizations. They 
urge step after step of executive action which would drag us 
into undeclared war. 

There are those who argue that we are already in this 
war. The Constitution of the United States provides that 
Congress has the sole authority to declare war. It is equally 
their responsibility to see that this country does not go to war 
until they have authorized it. 

The only reason for not submitting the matter to the Con- 
gress would be that Congress could not be trusted. Or that 
the people, through them, should not be allowed a voice. 
No President in a democracy should take that responsibility, 
for there will be no unity of spirit in an executive war. If 
Congress decides to go to war, then we willingly give all and 
we willingly surrender all our freedom necessary to win that 
war. And until Congress shall by Constitutional action 
declare war, no man in America may demand the end of 
debate on this issue of peace or war. 

In these six weeks, opposition against joining in this war 
has grown stronger in the American people. Yet we have 
moved officially nearer to war. And let me say at once that 
President Roosevelt has held steadfast to his promises not 
to send “our Army, Navy or air forces to fight in foreign 
lands outside America except in case of attack.”” We have 
not vet taken the irretrievable step into war by firing a gun. 

The arguments given for our joining in this war during 
the last weeks have crystalized into seven categories. The 
first is that it would more greatly aid Britain if we go into 
the shooting stage of the war than for us to remain as an 
arsenal. The second is that Hitler means to attack the 
Americas and we should attack first. The third is that the 
American mission of freedom requires we destroy these 
totalitarian ideologies and impose the four freedoms on other 


nations. ‘he fourth is that a free America cannot live in the 
same world with dictatorships. The fifth is that our economic 
future will be destroyed. The sixth is that the sinking of 
the Robin Moor constitutes an attack on the United States 
which requires war. And the seventh is that we must go to 
war to impose permanent peace on the world. 

The American people should weigh wars just as they 
would weigh any other issue. They should weigh them on 
the realistic scales of benefits and losses both material and 
spiritual. 

No man can tell what the kaleidoscopic changes in this 
appalling situation may be. We must constantly reappraise 
its dangers. The constant question is what we should do 
now. But there are certain courses of practical statesman- 
ship; there are certain eternal principles to which we must 
adhere. ‘There are certain consequences to America and 
civilization which we must ever keep before our eyes. 

I shall speak again without emphasizing the emotion that 
arises within me when the whole destiny of my country is 
imperiled. I can hope to appeal only to reasoning people. 
And it is cold reason, not eloquence, that America needs 
today. 

I shall first weigh the problem of aid to Britain before 
I deal with the other arguments. 


TuHINKs Britain Wou.Lp Get Less 


In my last address I insisted that we could give Britain 
more aid if we stayed out of the war. I suggested that until 
our production increases we should scrape the bottom of the 
barrel. That would be more than she now receives. I stated 
that if we join the war we must retain a larger part of our 
production for our own immediate defense. Thus Britain 
would get less than she does now. 

To prevent these supplies being sunk I proposed we hand 
over to Britain the same convoy warships that we would use 
if we joined the war. If she operated them, it would do 
her as much good as if we do it. 

The recommendations were based upon just plain mathe- 
matics of what would get the most supplies to Britain, not 
emotional dialectics. 

The bomber planes which Britain wants so badly are flown 
over the Atlantic and therefore are not sunk by submarines. 
The figures now disclosed by the Maritime Commission, the 
government departments, the Red Cross, all of them show 
that less than 4 per cent of the supplies shipped from Ameri- 
can ports to Britain have been sunk. 

These percentages of loss could become very much larger 
and still the net supplies to Britain would be greater by our 
staying out of war. 

Furthermore, many of these ships are being sunk from the 
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air. No amount of American naval protection could stop 
that. 

There is also the problem of Japan. We must not forget 
that she is under contract to Hitler to attack us if we join 
in this war. For her to enter would be a disaster to Britain 
in two ways. She would cover the seven seas with raiders 
sinking more British supplies. And we would need at once 
to retain all the air power and ships we can produce to 
protect our own coasts and to drive her off the seas. 

In view of these disclosures and these reasons, the answer 
to those who argue that it would aid Britain for us to join 
this war is that it would do her more harm than good. 


Praises BriTIsH DEFENSE 


Let me add a word upon Britain’s magnificent defense to 
those who say Britain is lost. She has not lost a square foot of 
her empire. She has managed to maintain an extraordinary 
portion of her exports of manufactured goods over the seven 
seas with all the labor and raw materials that implies. She 
still draws a large part of her food supplies by long voyages 
to the Southern Hemisphere. She has apparently not found 
the need to concentrate her lifeline on North America which 
was done to economize shipping in the last war. She is by 
no means in the extremity of a siege. The war between 
Hitler and Stalin relieves her of immediate pressures. 

Before I apply the weights of realism to the other argu- 
ments for our joining this war we must take account of 
military developments in the war itself. They profoundly 
affect America’s relation to this war. 

It is more than ever evident that there has been a shift in 
the relative strength of military power just as revolutionary 
as was the invention of gun powder to armored knights of 
old. : 

Comparatively small mechanized armies are now dominant 
over fortifications and mass armies. Air power has now 
demonstrated its superiority over sea power in certain cir- 
cumstances. 

During the last six weeks the Bismarck, a first class battle- 
ship, was first crippled from the air. In the Battle of Crete 
the British were forced to withdraw their naval forces in 
the face of air attacks from nearby land bases, with the loss 
of four cruisers and several destroyers. Other warships have 
been put out of action in the last month from the air by 
both British and Germans. 

One result of this shift has been to assure a sort of zone 
around the shores of nations where bombing airplanes render 
attack by naval vessels very much more difficult and often 
impossible. The shift has added greatly to the powers of 
American defense. 

Hitler today occupies or controls all the Continent of 
Europe outside Russia. Unlike the last war, there is no 
arena of land operations. His whole strength would need 
to be met on the beach somewhere. And he controls every 
mile of the beach. 

Japan is still under agreement to attack us if we join the 
war. She becomes far more potent to destroy our interests in 
the Pacific the moment we become engaged in the Atlantic. 

It is too early to forecast the military consequences of the 
inclusion of Russia in the war. It does not seem likely that it 
will bring the end any nearer. 


Can AMERICA BE CoNQUERED? 


With these weights we can examine the second argument 
for joining this war. That argument is that Hitler will 
eventually make a military conquest of the Western Hemi- 
sphere and we had better attack first. There are two ques- 


tions here. First, can America be conquered, and second, 
can we conquer the Axis? 

The Atlantic Ocean is still 3,000 miles wide. For either 
the United States or Germany to gain victory gigantic 
armadas of warships and transports must be set afloat. 
Enormous armies must be transported all at once and ready 
for attack on the beach on either side. Neither enough war- 
ships nor transports exist today to do that from either side. 
It would take ten years to prepare. These armadas could 
be protected by air power only in the first part of their 
journey. And then naval power becomes effective. When 
they get closer to the shore air power comes into action. 
And it is now demonstrated that enough air power is almost 
complete defense against surface ships. And after that there 
must be the battle on the beach. England can prevent 
Hitler’s crossing even twenty-five miles of water. 

Those who assert that the Germans might capture and 
use the British Navy against us must now recognize that the 
proved vulnerability of warships from bombing planes re- 
moves most of that argument. 

There is no important military man who tells me that we 
and Britain combined could short of long years prepare, 
transport and land enough men or machines in Europe to 
overcome Axis land and air power. And not a military man 
of substance believes the Axis could do it to us. 


JAPAN 6,000 Mites Orr 


There is here also the element of Japan. She is 6,000 miles 
away from continental United States and conclusive grip 
at each other’s throat is even more improbable. 

Even with the development of long-range planes, the 
Germans or Japanese cannot make an effective air attack 
upon us. They could do some terrorization. But that does 
not win wars. Certainly after the exhaustion of this war 
the Nazis are not coming for a long time. If we are pre- 
pared they won’t think of coming. 

In any event the answer to the argument that we may be 
conquered by the Axis is simply that, if we prepare, America 
cannot be brought to subjection by any combination of mili- 
tary power. 

As relative military power stands today, there appears 
no method of bringing this war to a conclusion except by 
years and years of destruction and exhaustion. Sea power is 
ineffective through blockade to bring conclusion because 
Hitler has supplies of food and raw materials or is on the 
way to get them. Britain has the seven seas open. Armies 
cannot be effectively landed across water against air power. 
The defenses against daylight attack preclude the destruc- 
tion of munitions works and thus manufacture goes on. The 
night air raids reduce cities to rubble and kill civilians but 
that does not bring the war to conclusion. The end of stale- 
mate becomes part a question of morale and stamina. 

If we enter such a war we only increase the moral and 
economic wastage of the world. If we stay out, we preserve 
much for the reconstruction of the world. 

And in considering all the possibilities if we go to war, 
we must contemplate that the British might not be able to 
hold out during the long years that this war would need go‘ 
on. Then we would be left with no possibility of bringing 
the war to conclusion except by a compromise peace. 

The third argument of those who would have us join in 
this war is that we must destroy the whole dictator ideology 
and impose the four freedoms on other nations. ; 

That is, we must go to war to impose the ideas of democ- 
racy against the ideals of despotism. That is an ideological 
war. It is an ancient holy war. We may weigh it in both 
the scales of American idealism and the scales of realistic 
practicality. 
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WHat oF Russia? 


In the last seven days that call to sacrifice American boys 
for an ideal has been made as sounding brass and a tinkling 
cymbal. For now we find ourselves promising aid to Stalin 
and his militant Communist conspiracy against the whole 
democratic ideals of the world. Collaboration between 
Britain and Russia will bring them military values, but it 
makes the whole argument of our joining the war to bring 
the four freedoms to mankind a gargantuan jest. We had 
better-refresh our memories a little. 

our American Presidents and four Secretaries of State 
beginning with Woodrow Wilson refused to have anything to 
do with Soviet Russia on the ground of morals and dem- 
ocratic ideals. They even refused diplomatic recognition. 
‘They did so because here is one of the bloodiest tyrannies 
and terrors ever erected in history. It destroyed every 
semblance of human rights and human liberty; it is a mil- 
itant destroyer of the worship of God. It brutally executes 
millions of innocent people without the semblance of justice. 
It has enslaved the rest. Moreover, it has violated every in- 
ternational covenant; it has carried on a world conspiracy 
against all democracy, including the United States. And 
do I need to prove that it continued doing this down to seven 
days ago? 

When Russia was recognized by the United States in 
1933, the Soviets entered into a solemn agreement that they 
would refrain from any propaganda, any organization or in 
any way whatsoever to injure the tranquility, prosperity, 
order or security in any part of the United States. 

Seven years later, the Dies committee reported unan- 
imously and specifically that the Communist party in the 
United States is a Moscow conspiracy, masked as a political 
party; that its activities constitute a violation of the treaty 
of recognition; that under instructions from Moscow the 
Communists had violated the law of the United States; that 
throughout the entire time they had been supplied with funds 
from Moscow for activities against the American people 
and the American government. The Dies committee only 
confirmed what most Americans already know. Is the word 
of Stalin any better than the word of Hitler ? 

On August 22, 1939, Stalin entered into an agreement 
with Hitler through which there should be joint onslaught 
on the democracies of the world. Nine days later Stalin 
attacked the Poles jointly with Hitler and destroyed the 
freedom of a great and democratic people. Fourteen days 
later Stalin destroyed the independence of democratic Latvia, 
Lithuania and Estonia. Ninety days later on came the un- 
provoked attack by Russia on democratic Finland. Is that 
not aggression and is not every case a hideous violation of 
treaties and international law? 

Stalin has taken advantage of the very freedoms of democ- 
racy to destroy them with the most potent Fifth Column 
in all history. He contributed to the destruction of France. 
He has daily implanted class hate in America and a stealthy 
war against our institutions. 


Cites DEFENSE STRIKES 


In these last weeks it is declared not only by public officials 
but by labor leaders themselves that the strikes which ham- 
string the defense of the United States have been Com- 
munist conspiracies. Thus Russia has continued her mission 
of destroying our democracy down to last week. 

We know also Hitler’s hideous record of brutality, of 
aggression and as a destroyer of democracies. Truly Poland, 
Norway, Holland, Belgium, Denmark, France and the 
others are dreadful monuments. But I am talking of Stalin 
at this moment. 


One of the real compensations America received for our 
enormous sacrifices in the last war was from the large part 
we played in establishing the democracies of Finland, Poland, 
Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania. We nursed them in their in- 
fancy. We spent hundreds of millions to help them grow to 
manhood. Does America feel quite right about aiding Stalin 
to hold his enslavement of them? ‘That is where power 
politics has carried us. No doubt we will make good our 
promise to aid Russia. But the ideological war to bring the 
four freedoms to the world died spiritually when we made 
that promise. 

If we go further and join the war and we win, then we 
have won for Stalin the grip of Communism on Russia and 
more opportunity for it to extend in the world. We should 
at least cease to tell our sons that they would be giving 
their lives to restore democracy and freedom to the world. 

Now let us explore the practical side of an ideological 
war. ! agree that the world would be vastly better if the 
whole totalitarian idea were extirpated. But those who still 
cling to this as the mission of America should ask realistically 
how much of a job it is. Especially in the face of this revo- 
lution in military weapons and this actual military situation. 

Such a war means that Hitler must be defeated. It means 
Mussolini must be defeated. It means the War Party in 
Japan must be defeated. It means that Turkey, Spain and 
Portugal must be defeated. It means that unless Hitler first 
disposes of Stalin we must defeat him also. Does any sane 
person believe that by military means we can defeat two- 
thirds of the military power of the whole world in even 
years and years? It would be another Children’s Crusade. 


IDEAS AND GUNS 


We cannot slay an idea or an ideology with machine guns. 
Ideas live in men’s minds in spite of military defeat. They 
live until they have proved themselves right or wrong. 
These ideas are evil. And evil ideas contain the germs of 
their own defeat. 

Hitler’s real weakness would be in peace. His invasions 
have won not the loyalty but the undying hate of two-thirds 
of the people under his control. They have known self- 
government and liberty for centuries. They are people of 
great spiritual and intellectual resistance. They cannot re- 
volt in arms against tanks and planes but they will never 
accept a new order based on slavery. And these aggressions 
have won the fear and hate of all the rest of the world. 
Conquest always dies of indigestion. 

The whole Nazi ideology and the Nazi economic system 
are based upon coercion of the individual, the group or the 
class. Those coercions can be held in preparing for war or 
during war. They cannot be held in peace. Even if Hitler 
got peace the Nazi system will begin to go to pieces. There- 
fore we do not need to despair that these evil ideologies will 
continue forever on this earth. 

And there is the fourth argument that America and the 
Western Hemisphere cannot live with despotism in Europe. 
It would not be pleasant, but it can be done. The strong 
men of this republic carried this democracy in the weakness 
of its infancy through a whole world of complete dictator- 
ship, a world of imperialism, a world of aggression. Have 
we less stamina, less courage than they? 

And there is the fifth argument that if dictatorships con- 
tinue in the world our economic life will be strangled and die. 
I have expounded this subject at great length elsewhere. 
I may say here that this country is 93 per cent self-contained. 
While I do not relish it and do not believe in any event it 
will be needed, if it is indeed, then we can make it 97 
per cent self-contained. And the cost of it would be less 
over twenty years than one year of war. 
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I suppose even totalitarian Europe would want to trade. 
At worst we would have to set up defenses so that they do 
not take advantage of us. But totalitarianism will die of 
its own false principles, and that storm will pass. 

Some groups seek to represent the incident of German 
sinking of the Robin Moor as a casus belli. If that ship 
had started for a German port with that cargo Britain 
would have rightly seized her as contraband, according to 
Britain’s own definition of contraband. If British captors 
could not have taken her to port then under international 
law they would have the right to sink her. There is no 
freedom of the seas in trading with any belligerent. The 
difference here is the brutal treatment of the passengers 
and crew, who, although finally saved, were left in jeopardy 
by the Germans. That was an outrageous violation of in- 
ternational law and humanity. The President is right to 
protest violently. But an incident of this kind standing alone 
is not reason for a calm nation to go to war. It can get 
satisfaction by patience. 

The seventh category of arguments is that we must join 
in this war to impose permanent peace on the world. Sup- 
pose we join the war. Suppose we have victory over Hitler. 
Suppose we should march down the Unter den Linden. 
What happens then? It is possible to say right now what 
would happen. 

Within a week after Germany is defeated each one of 
twenty nations in Europe will necessarily declare its national 
independence. Each one will set up a government of its 
own. Within another week each will begin to organize an 
army. They will occupy their utmost boundaries. In order 
to get revenue and to protect jobs for their own people, 
each one will again set up its tariff walls. And these nations 
will at once coagulate into groups and combinations for 
power politics, intent on increasing their strength at the 
peace table. There will be reparations and territory to 
divide. 

All this is what happened before the Peace Conference 
in 1919, and it will automatically happen again. Moreover, 
many nations will have suffered greatly. Hate and revenge 
will sit at that Peace Table again. 

No responsible statesman on the democratic side has yet 
stated how or by what plan this inevitable result of vctory is 
to be moulded into permanent peace. We asked to go in blind 
as to the ultimate purpose of this war. 

If we stay out and retain our economic and moral re- 
sources we will be able to contribute to the rehabilitation 
of the world, and we may be able to make an affirmative 
contribution to a method to end war and bring about a 
better world. 

And what happens in the United States during and after 
a war that must take years and years even if it were won? 
We must at once establish further centralization of authority 
amounting to practical dictatorship in the United States. 
We will disguise its name, but total war cannot be won 
without it. We must bring about unity by force. We must 
regiment industry and labor. Intellectual life and civil liberty 
must be shackled to the war machine. 

The necessities of war organization require vast taking 
over and operation of industry by the government. War 
organization creates vested personal power, vested economic 
interests, vested habits and vested ideas. We have a taste 
of all this already in organizing preparedness only. 

It is easier to regiment a people than to unregiment them. 
They can be deprived of their liberties by an ukase, a com- 
mand, or by administrative order. It is a long and painful 
climb back to freedom. Does any American believe that 
these vast powers vested in government will be restored 
to the people if we join the world war? 


When we came out of that last war our national debt 
was about 10 per cent of our national wealth. Instead of 
that we will have a debt equal to 50 per cent of our 
national wealth if we ever go into this one. The only answer 
is to inflate wages and prices by huge amounts in order to 
make it bearable. That would rob every present life in- 
surance policy, every savings bank deposit, every college en- 
dowment of its buying power. That would be the ruin of 
the saving classes in the United States. No such event has 
ever happened in history without moral degeneration and 
the wreck of the whole form of government. 

After this war is over it is certain that the forces pressing 
for continued economic dictatorship would be stronger than 
ever. 

Lord Lothian in his last impressive address wisely re- 
marked as to the dictatorships in Europe that these world 
evils “grew out of the despair from long years of 
war, inflation unemployment and frustration.” What 
profit to us is it to destroy totalitarianism abroad and create 
it at home? 


AMERICAN PREPAREDNESS 


There is a reason for keeping out of this war that the 
proponents of war constantly ignore. We are not prepared. 
A cool-headed people would first prepare themselves before 
they rush to battle. We do not yet have 50,000 mechanized 
troops. Our planes could repel attacks on this side of the 
Atlantic but most of them are obsolete for fighting in Europe. 
And we would likely be fighting a two-ocean war with a 
one-ocean navy. Can we not listen to the experience of 
France and England in launching unprepared war? 

The administration of our preparedness program is not yet 
efficiently organized. Over a year ago I expressed the hope 
that we start such organization with the experience we 
gained in the last war. I recommended that some capable 
citizen be placed with full responsibility for our whole 
armament program. That has not yet been done. We are 
still confused in a mass of committees, boards and com- 
missions. 

If anything calls for us to keep out of war now, it is just 
this unpreparedness. And we should arm to the teeth. When 
we are armed, then the voice of America will be heard 
and it will listened to. 

Now what sort of conclusions does this all add up to? 
For the situation as it stands today we should hold to our 
undertaking to be only the arsenal and engage in no shooting. 
But watch and arm. The reasons are: 

Because we can be of more service to Britain if we stay 
out of this war. 

Because these two continents, the one that Hitler now 
commands or would even command with Japan in, and the 
other which the United States possesses, are unable to reach 
each other’s throat—that war can be ended only after long, 
long years of exhausting strain. 

And the end of exhaustion may be compromise peace; it 
certainly means misery, poverty, frustration and possibly 
revolution. 

Because the moment we begin shooting in the Atlantic 
then Japan is under obligation to begin shooting at our in- 
terests in the Pacific—if she carries out her contract with 
Hitler. She cannot win, but it is usual to build up one’s 
reserves before taking on two wars. 

Because we cannot impose the four freedoms unless we 
can win military victory over not only Hitler and Mussolini, 
but Stalin, Matsuoka, Franco and several others. Joining 
in a war alongside Stalin to impose freedom is a travesty. 

Because even supposing there were victory over Germany, 
there is no declared war aim or method that assures the 
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bringing of permanent peace to the hates and diverse inter- 
ests of Europe. 

Because, of necessity, we shall be compelled to set up 
practical dictatorship in America. We shall be compelled 
to go on with it for years after the war is over. Freedom 
would return to America, but this generation would not 
see it again. 

Because we are only partly prepared. 

Because if we prepare, as we must prepare, there need 
be no fear in the American heart that the Axis one and all 
will ever conquer this hemisphere. The whole shift in these 
weapons of war adds to our defensive strength. 

No man can see what the future may bring. Whatever 
that future may be, only one defeat can come to America. 
We have no need to fear military defeat if we are prepared. 
Our only defeat would be if we lost our own natonal free- 
doms and our potency for good in the world. 

There is no course we can pursue amid these stupendous 
dangers that is perfect, or without risks or that may not 
require change. But let me propose for reasoning people a 
course for us at this time which avoids the most destructive 
forces and holds fast to the most constructive forces. And 
that program is nether defeatist nor isolationist nor inter- 
ventionist. 

1. Give every aid we can to Britain and China, but do not 
put the American flag or American boys in the zone of war. 

2. Arm to the teeth for defense of the Western Hemis- 
phere and cease to talk and to provoke war until we are 
armed. 


Russia and the 


3. Uphold Congress steadily in assuming the responsibility 
to determine peace or war. 

4. Stop this notion of ideological war to impose the four 
freedoms on other nations by military force and against 
their will. 

5. Devote ourselves to improving the four freedoms with- 
in our borders that the light of their success may stir the 
people of the world to their adoption. 

6. We can hope a peace table will assemble some day 
whether it be the result of stalemate or victory. The world 
will be glad to have America sit in at the peace table. 

When the day comes the other natons will be sufficiently 
exhausted to listen to the military, economic and moral 
powers of the United States. And with these reserves un- 
exhausted, at that moment, and that moment only, can the 
United States promote a just and permanent peace. 

7. We shoud go to that peace conference without the hates 
which come with war. We should go with a plan thought 
out and matured. We should prepare a new concept of 
human relations that will give the world some hope of 
permanent peace. 

Here in America today is the only remaining sanctuary of 
freedom, the last oasis of civilization and the last reserve 
of moral and economic strength. If we are wise these values 
can be made to serve all mankind. 

My countrymen, we have marched into the twilight of a 
world war. Should we not stop here and build our defense 
while we can still see? Shall we stumble on into the night 
of chaos? 


Four Freedoms 


THE RUSSIAN WAR HAS WEAKENED EVERY ARGUMENT FOR INTERVENTION 


By ROBERT A. TAFT, U. 8S. Senator from Ohio 
Over the Columbia Broadcasting System, June 25, 1941 


RE we going to get in the war? And if so, when? 
‘Those are the questions which every American, cer- 
tainly every American in Washington, is asking. I 
have often stated the reasons why I believe that it would 
be contrary to the future welfare and happiness of the 
people of this country for us to intervene in the war now 
proceeding between Germany and the British Empire; that 
it would mean war for many years to come, with all its 
terrible results. “Those reasons are not shaken by the sur- 
prising war between Germany and Russia. I believe they 
are greatly strengthened. 

There can be no doubt that a great majority of the Amer- 
ican people are opposed to our going outside of this conti- 
nent to make war on a nation which has not attacked us, 
no matter how wicked that nation is. But there is an active 
war party—and I do not mean to identify that with either 
political party—which has urged one argument after another 
upon the people in a frank effort to change their convictions 
and develop an excitement and hysteria for war. 

First it was said that we must go to war now for fear 
that Hitler will later overwhelm the world and conquer the 
United States. The force of this argument has steadily 
declined until today hardly a military or naval expert claims 
that Hitler can successfully attack the United States across 
the Atlantic Ocean. I notice that even the President is lay- 
ing little stress on this argument today. There has been 
some question raised as to whether we were going to have 
all of our defenses ready in time to meet any possible attack. 


The Russian war certainly postpones for many months any 
attack which Hitler could possibly make; and makes even 
more certain a defense of the United States sufficient to dis- 
courage any military or naval attack. 

As for foreign trade, I have often pointed out that the 
danger to our trade, which the President now emphasizes, 
is grossly exaggerated. I do not believe the American 
people will ever go to war against a European nation on 
the theory that some day it may be a successful competitor 
for foreign trade. If Germany controls Russia, it will reduce 
the Nazi interest in securing South American raw materials 
rather than increase it. 

But fundamentally the effort to persuade the people of 
the United States to enter the war has been made on emo- 
tional and moral grounds. It has been an effort to build a 
war upon the American love of democracy and freedom and 
the American hatred of the things for which Hitler stands 
in Europe. I yield to no one either in my love for freedom 
or my hatred of Hitler. But there are two great objections 
to waging an aggressive war outside of a nation’s territory 
for love or hate, or any other moral issue. 

First, the method proposed, war, destroys the very moral- 
ity which we seek to uphold. In his January address the 
President announced that we were going to establish a moral 
order throughout the world; freedom of speech and expres- 
sion everywhere in the world; freedom to worship God 
everywhere in the world; freedom from want and freedom 
from fear everywhere in the world. No one can deny the 
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desirability of spreading democratic principles and these four 
freedoms to every corner of the world; but it is obvious that 
the forcing of any special brand of freedom and democracy 
on a people by brute force of war, whether they want it or 
not, is a denial of those very democratic principles which 
we are striving to advance. It is a revival of the slogan of 
the World War that we must make the world safe for 
democracy, which the World War certainly did not do. It 
is a belief in our divine appointment to reform the world. 
It is akin to the religious fervor which inspired the Holy 
Land crusades of the Middle Ages. It is exactly the reason- 
ing by which the Spanish Inquisition is alleged to have en- 
forced Christianity on infidels who preferred to believe in 
other gods. 


THE European War Is Not A War oF DEMocRACY 
AGAINST TYRANNIES 


The complete absurdity of going to war even to spread 
our highest ideals is certainly revealed by the present situa- 
tion in Europe. In the alleged battle between the totali- 
tarian states and the democracies, we now find Communist 
Russia transformed into a democracy. In some way the 
illusion was created in the newspapers and radio and movies 
by skillful propaganda that Greece and China and Brazil 
and other friendly nations were democracies, although they 
were governed without question by dictators. But how can 
anyone swallow the idea that Russia is battling for demo- 
cratic principles? Yet the President on Monday announced 
that the United States would give all possible aid to Russia, 
the character and quantity of the aid to await only a dis- 
closure of Russian needs. Because overnight Russia is trans- 
formed from an aggressor into a democracy, the Treasury 
has released $40,000,000 in Russian assets, although the 
assets of France are frozen tighter than a drum. 

To spread the four freedoms throughout the world we 
will ship airplanes and tanks and guns to Communist Russia. 
But no country was more responsible for the present war 
and Germany’s aggression than Russia itself. Except for 
the Russian pact with Germany there would have been no 
invasion of Poland. Then Russia proved to be as much of 
an aggressor as Germany. If through our aid Stalin is con- 
tinued in power, do you suppose that he will spread the 
four freedoms through Finland and Estonia and Latvia and 
Lithuania? Do you suppose that anybody in Russia itself 
will ever hear of the four freedoms after the war? Appar- 
ently we are to follow bundles for Britain with packages for 
Petrograd. In the name of democracy we are to make a 
Communist alliance with the most ruthless dictator in the 
world. Could there be a greater travesty on the false propa- 
ganda fed to the American people that this is a great moral 
issue between ideologies? If Hitler wins, it is a victory for 
fascism. If Stalin wins it is a victory for communism. From 
the point of view of ideology there is no choice. 

But the victory of communism in the world outside of 
America would be far more dangerous to the United States 
from an ideological standpoint than the victory of fascism. 
There has never been the slightest danger that the people of 
this country would ever embrace bundism or nazi-ism. It 
is completely foreign to every idea we have learned since the 
nursery. But communism masquerades, often successfully, 
under the guise of democracy, though just as alien to our 
real principles as nazi-ism itself. It is a greater danger to 
the United States because it is a false philosophy which ap- 
peals to many. Fascism is a false philosophy which appeals 
to very few indeed. 

On May 27 the President made a great emotional appeal 
to the people. He said, “Today the whole world is divided 
between slavery and human freedom—between pagan bru- 


tality and the Christian ideal.” On May 27 Stalin repre- 
sented human slavery and pagan brutality. On June 24 he 
represents human freedom and the Christian ideal. The 
President said further, “We will accept only a world con- 
secrated to freedom of speech and expression—freedom of 
every person to worship God in his own way—freedom from 
want—and freedom from terrorism.” Will that part of 
the world which Stalin conquers with our airplanes and our 
tanks be consecrated to freedom of speech and expression? 
Will it be consecrated to freedom of every person to wor- 
ship God in his own way? Will it be consecrated to free- 
dom from want and freedom from terrorism? Or, after a 
Russian victory with our aid, must we step in with our 
armies to impose the four freedoms on 200,000,000 people 
10,000 miles away, who have never known either freedom 
‘om want or freedom from terrorism? Surely Stalin will 
not do it. Surely we must know by this time that Stalin’s 
promises are as valueless as are those of Hitler himself. 
The attempt to picture a world divided between two great 
ideologies, the attempt to create a great moral issue behind 
our supposed duty to spread the four freedoms everywhere in 
the world, have been utterly destroyed by the new Commu- 
nist alliance. The shouters for war are left with but one 
cry, “We hate Hitler. Hitler must be destroyed.” Hate 
is hardly the basis for a moral issue. From the utter con- 
fusion of the present situation in Europe the American people 
can only conclude that these quarrels are European quarrels, 
from which at all costs we must keep our country clear. 
Furthermore, should we attempt to carry through the moral 
principles implied in the four-freedoms theory, we would 
face war for years to come, for Germany can only be crushed 
by a land army, and a land army made up principally of 
Americans. But today we could not transport an army to 
Europe if we would without tremendous losses from sub- 
marines and dive bombers. It is futile to bluster about the 
kind of freedoms we will impose everywhere in the world. 





THE Possisitiry oF PEACE SHOULD Be ExpLorep 


And yet the Russo-German war may perhaps be the solu- 
tion of the present problems of the world. It might actually 
lead to peace. It seems to indicate that Hitler has given 
up the idea that he can conquer the British Isles by invasion. 
't seems to show that he believes the future of Germany 
rests on the continent of Europe rather than on the seas. J 
sincerely hope that it may lead to some discussion of peace 
before the end of 1941, and before we ourselves are further 
involved in a European quarrel. The President should cer- 
tainly explore the possibilities of such a peace, with ‘as little 
publicity as possible. I have only contempt for those radio 
commentators who treat every suggestion of a peace which 
would save millions of lives as German propaganda. Whether 
Hitler will accept terms which can possibly be acceptable 
to England I do not know, but the United States should 
certainly not block the making of any peace which is accept- 
able to England. We must not force England to accept 
any terms which may be acceptable to Hitler, but neither 
do I believe that we should prevent their making peace on 
any terms which the English people feel is to their advan- 
tage. This is their war. They began it justifiably. They 
are the people who have been bombed, and whose cities have 
been destroyed. It is up to them to make the decision. But 
let them not make it with the idea that the United States is 
ever going to send a great expeditionary force to the conti- 
nent of Europe. The German-Russian war has made that 
policy ridiculous, if it was ever under consideration. I am 
glad to see from General Marshall’s statement Monday 
morning that we are not contemplating any substantial en- 
largement of our present army. 
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Alp To Britain SHorT oF War 
This country can be united on a policy of no intervention 
in Europe and aid to Britain. We can make that aid infi- 
nitely more effective if we abandon the role of world bene- 


factor; if we leave Balkan poutics alone; if we avoid 
Communist alliance; if we adhere to the simple policy of 
aiding Britain. Why do we want to aid Britain? Because, 


by and large, they do have the same ideals as we ourselves. 
Because they are our close relatives, from whom we derived 
fundamentally the whole theory of our Government. Be- 
cause the destruction of Britain and the British Empire 
would mean an unsettled world, with the greatest hazard 
to the peace and prosperity of the entire world. That is a 
wholly sufficient reason without any spreading of the four 
freedoms anywhere else in the world. 

How can we aid Britain best? By the simple process 
of speeding up our manufacture of airplanes and tanks and 
war materials of every kind. That is our task in the war, 
and up to this time we have woefully failed in its accom- 
plishment. The lease-lend bill was hailed as the great 
savior of England, and those of us who opposed its confer- 
ring of dictatorial powers on the President, including the 
power to give away our arms to Russia and every other 
country in the world, were practically accused of treachery 
because we insisted on debating the bill for three weeks. 
Yet in a period of almost three months the total transfer of 
defense articles from American' supplies totaled only 
$75,000,000, whereas it was contemplated that from Amer- 
ican Army and Navy supplies alone $1,300,000,000 worth 
was to be transferred to England. During the same period 


we spent on W. P. A. approximately $300,000,000. We 


must correct our utterly inefficient organization for defense. 
We must stop the strikes and go to work. Apparently we 
have wholly fallen down in our construction of pursuit 
planes, so that today the British do not want our pursuit 
planes and infinitely prefer their own. We have heard a 
lot of talk of convoys, but no one has denied the published 
figures that only + per cent of the ships going from this 
country to England have been sunk. Even this figure is 
higher than the fact, because the bombing planes, which are 
so important to England, are flown over on their own power. 
There is no evidence that our entire Navy could substantially 
reduce the sinkings which do occur from submarines and 
from German planes and from the bombing of English ports 
after the arrival of merchant vessels. The whole outcry for 
convoys, the pushing of our patrols farther into the eastern 
Atlantic, the playing of great international politics, all seem 
designed to involve us in the war, with or without the con- 
sent of Congress, rather than to our real task of aiding 
Britain with every kind of war material, and particularly 
the airplanes which they must have to secure control of the 
air. 

The Russian war has weakened every argument for inter- 
vention. ‘The war party knows that the American people 
are overwhelmingly opposed to war, and so it is trying to 
urge the President into an aggressive war without considera- 
tion by Congress. I cannot be convinced that any President 
will involve 130,000,000 people in the horrors of a modern 
war without the approval of the representatives of the people 
in Congress assembled. No war by a democratic country 
can possibly be successful unless it has the overwhelming sup- 
port of the people, by whom and for whom that country 
always has been governed. 


Unity Against the Nazis 


RUSSIA PRESENTS ITS 


By JOSEF 


OMRADES! Citizens! Brothers and Sisters! Men 
of our Army and Navy! 1 am addressing you, my 
friends! A pe rfidious military attack on our father- 

land begun on June 22 by Hitler. Germany is continuing in 
spite of the heroic resistance of the Red Army, and, although 
the enemy's finest divisions and finest air force units have 
already been smashed and have met their doom on the field 
of battle, the enemy continues to push forward, hurling fresh 
forces into the attack. 

Hitler’s troops have succeeded in capturing Lithuania, a 
considerable part of Latvia, the western part of White Rus- 
a part of the western Ukraine. The Fascist air force 
is extending the range of the operations of its bombers and 
is bombing Murmansk, Orsha, Mogilev, Smolensk, Kiev, 
Odessa and Sevastopol. 

Grave danger hangs over our country. 


sla, 


Denies Force Is INVINCIBLE 


How could it have happened that our glorious Red Army 
surrendered a number of our cities and districts to the Fascist 
armies? Is it really true that German Fascist troops are in- 
vincible, as is ceaselessly trumpeted by boastful Fascist propa- 
gandists ? 

Of course not! History shows that there are no invincible 


CASE 


STALIN, Premier 
Radio address from Moscow, July 3, 1941 


armies and never have been. Napoleon’s army was consid- 
ered invincible, but it was beaten successively by Russian, 
English and German armies. Kaiser Wilhelm’s German army 
in the period of the first imperialist war was also considered 
invincible, but it was beaten several times by Russian and 
Anglo-French forces and was finally smashed by Anglo- 
French forces. 

The same must be said of Hitler’s German Fascist army 
today. This army had not yet met with serious resistance 
on the continent of Europe. Only in our territory has it 
met serious resistance. And if as the result of this resistance 
the finest divisions of Hitler’s German Fascist army have 
been defeated by our Red Army, it means that this army, 
too, can be smashed and will be smashed as were the armies 
of Napoleon and Wilhelm. 

As to part of our territory having nevertheless been seized 
by German Fascist troops, this is chiefly due to the fact that 
the war of Fascist Germany on the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics began under conditions favorable for German 
forces and unfavorable for Soviet forces. 

The fact of the matter is that the troops of Germany, as 
a country at war, were already fully mobilized, and the 170 
divisions hurled by Germany against the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics and brought up to the Soviet frontiers 
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were in a state of complete readiness, only awaiting the signal 
to move into action, whereas Soviet troops had still to effect 
mobilization and move up to the frontiers. 

Of no little importance in this resepect is the fact that Fas- 
cist Germany suddenly and treacherously violated the non- 
aggression pact she concluded in 1939 with the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, disregarding the fact that she 
would be regarded as the aggressor by the whole world. 
Naturally, our peace-loving country, not wishing to take the 
initiative of breaking the pact, couldn’t resort to perfidy. 


ExpLains Pact 


It may be asked how could the Soviet government have 
consented to conclude a non-aggression pact with such treach- 
erous fiends as Hitler and Ribbentrop? Was this not an 
error on the part of the Soviet government? Of course not! 
Non-aggression pacts are pacts of peace between two states. 
It was such a pact that Germany proposed to us in 1939. 
Could the Soviet government have declined such a proposal ? 
I think that not a single peace-loving state could decline 
a peace treaty with a neighboring state, even though the lat- 
ter was headed by such fiends and cannibals as Hitler and 
Ribbentrop. 

But that, of course, only on one indispensable condition, 
namely, that this peace treaty doesn’t infringe either directly 
or indirectly on the territorial integrity, independence, and 
honor of the peace-loving state. As is well known, the non- 
aggression pact between Germany and the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics is precisely such a pact. 

What did we gain by concluding the non-aggression pact? 
We secured for our country peace for a year and a half and 
the opportunity of preparing its forces to repulse Fascist 
Germany should she risk an attack on our country despite 
the pact. This was a definite advantage for us and a dis- 
advantage for Fascist Germany. 

What has Fascist Germany gained and what has she lost 
by treacherously tearing up the pact and attacking the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics? She gained certain advan- 
tageous positions for her troops for a short period, but she 
has lost politically by exposing herself in the eyes of the en- 
tire world as a bloodthirsty aggressor. 

There can be no doubt that this short-lived military gain 
for Germany is only an episode while the tremendous politi- 
cal gain of the U. S. S. R. is a serious and lasting factor 
that is bound to form the basis for the development of de- 
cisive military successes of the Red Army in the war with 
Fascist Germany. 


Says Nazis ARE CONDEMNED 


That is why our whole valiant Red Army, our whole 
valiant Navy, all our falcons of the air, all the peoples of 
our country, all the finest men and women of Europe, Amer- 
ica and Asia, finally all the finest men and women of Ger- 
many—condemn the treacherous acts of German Fascists 
and sympathize with the Soviet government, approve the 
conduct of the Soviet government and see that ours is a just 
cause, that the enemy will be defeated and that we are bound 
to win. 

By virtue of this war which has been forced upon us, our 
country has come to death grips with its most malicious and 
most perfidious enemy—German Fascism. Our troops are 
fighting heroically against an enemy armed to the teeth with 
tanks and aircraft. Overcoming innumerable difficulties, the 
Red Army and Red Navy are self-sacrificingly disputing 
every inch of Soviet soil. 

The main forces of the Red Army are coming into action 


armed with thousands of tanks and airplanes. The men of 
the Red Army are displaying unexampled valor. Our re- 
sistance to the enemy is growing in strength and power. Side 
by side with the Red Army the entire Soviet people are rising 
in defense of our native land. 


CaALLs For UNITY 


What is required to put an end to the danger hovering 
over our country and what measures must be taken to smash 
the enemy? 

Above all, it is essential that our people, the Soviet people, 
should uaderstand the full immensity of the danger that 
threatens our country and abandon all complacency, all heed- 
lessness, all those moods of peaceful constructive work which 
were so natural before the war, but which are fatal today 
when war has fundamentally changed everything. The en- 
emy is cruel and implacable. He is out to seize our lands, 
watered with our sweat, to seize our grain and oil, secured 
by our labor, 

He is out to restore the rule of landlords, to restore tsar- 
ism, to destroy national culture and the national state exist- 
ence of Russians, Ukrainians, White Russians, Lithuanians, 
Letts, Estonians, Uzbeks, Tarters, Moldavians, Georgians, 
Armenians, Azerbaidjanians and the other free peoples of 
the Soviet Union, to Germanize them, to convert them into 
the slaves of German princes and barons. 

Thus the issue is one of life or death for the Soviet state, 
for the peoples of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; 
the issue is whether the peoples of the Soviet Union shall 
remain free or fall into slavery. The Soviet people must 
realize this and abandon all heedlessness; they must mobilize 
themselves and reorganize all their work on new, war-time 
lines, when there can be no mercy to the enemy. 


Wants No Cowarps 


Further, there must be no room in our ranks for whim- 
perers and cowards, for panic-mongers and deserters. Our 
people must know no fear in the fight and must selflessly 
join our patriotic war of liberation, our war against Fascist 
enslavers. Lenin, the great founder of our state, used to say 
that the chief virtue of the Soviet people must be courage, 
valor, fearlessness in struggle, readiness to fight together 
with the people against the enemies of our country. This 
splendid virtue of the Bolshevik must become the virtue of 
the millions and millions of the Red Army, of the Red Navy, 
of all the peoples of the Soviet Union. 

All our work must be immediately reconstructed on a 
war footing; everything must be subordinated to the interests 
of the front and the task of organizing the demolition of 
the enemy. 

The peoples of the Soviet Union now see that there is no 
taming German Fascism in its savage fury and hatred of our 
country which has insured all working people of labor in 
freedom and prosperity. 

The peoples of the Soviet Union must rise against the 
enemy and defend their rights and their land. The Red 
Army, Red Navy, and all citizens of the Soviet Union must 
defend every inch of Soviet soil, must fight to the last drop 
of blood for our towns and villages, must display the daring 
initiative and intelligence that are inherent in our people. 


Orpers Alp For Troops 


We must organize all-round assistance to the Red Army, 
insure powerful reinforcements for its ranks, and supply 
everything it requires. We must organize rapid transport of 
troops and military freight and extensive aid to the wounded. 
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We must strengthen the Red Army rear, subordinating all 
our work to this cause. All our industries must be got to 
work with greater intensity to produce more rifles, machine 
guns, artillery, bullets, shells, airplanes. We must organize 
yuarding of factories, power stations, telephonic and tele- 
graphic communications, and arrange effective air-raid pre- 
cautions in all localities. 

We must wage a ruthless fight against all disorganizers of 
the rear, deserters, panic-mongers, rumor-mongers, extermi- 
nate spies and diversionists, and enemy parachutists, render- 
ing rapid aid in all this to our destroyer battalions. We must 
bear in mind that the enemy is crafty and unscrupulous, ex- 
perienced in deception and the dissemination of false rumors. 

We must reckon with all this and not fall victim to provo- 
cation. All who by their panic-mongering and cowardice 
hinder the work of defense, no matter who they are, must 
be immediately hailed before a military tribunal. 

In case of the forced retreat of Red Army units, all rolling 
stock must be evacuated, to the enemy must not be left a 
single engine, a single railway car, not a single pound of 
grain or gallon of fuel. 

Collective farmers must drive off all their cattle and turn 
over their grain to the safekeeping of state authorities for 
transportation to the rear. All valuable property, including 
non-ferrous metals, grain, and fuel, which cannot be with- 
drawn must, without fail, be destroyed. 


CALLS FOR IRREGULARS 


In areas occupied by the enemy, guerrilla units, mounted 
and foot, must be formed, diversionist groups must be or- 
ganized to combat enemy troops, to foment guerrilla warfare 
everywhere, blow up bridges and roads, damage telephone 
lines, set fire to forests, stores and transports. 

In occupied regions conditions must be made unbearable 
for the enemy and all his accomplices. They must be hounded 
and annihilated at every step, and all their measures frus- 
trated. 

This war with Fascist Germany cannot be considered an 
ordinary war. It is not only a war between two armies, it 
is also a great war of the entire Soviet people against the 
German Fascist forces. 

The aim of this national war in defense of our country 
against the Fascist oppressors is not only the elimination of 
the danger which hangs over our country but also to aid all 


A Pledge to Country and to Flag 


WE CANNOT SAVE FREEDOM WITH PITCHFORKS 


European peoples who are groaning under the yoke of Ger- 
man Fascism. 

In this war of liberation we shall not be alone. 

In this great war we shall have loyal allies in the peoples 
of Europe and America, including the German people who 
are enslaved by Hitlerite despots. Our war for the freedom 
of our country will merge with the struggle of the peoples 
of Europe and America for their independence, for demo- 
cratic liberties. It will be a united front of peoples standing 
for freedom and against enslavement and threats of enslave- 
ment by Hitler’s Fascist armies. 

In this connection the historic utterance of British Prime 
Minister Churchill regarding aid to the Soviet Union and 
the declaration of the United States of America government 
signifying readiness to aid our country which can only evoke 
a feeling of gratitude in the hearts of the people of the Soviet 
Union, are fully comprehensible and symptomatic. 


Says Masses WILL RIsE 


Comrades, our forces are numberless. The overweening 
enemy will soon learn this to his cost. Side by side with the 
Red Army and Navy thousands of workers, collective farmers 
and intellectuals are rising to fight the enemy aggressor. The 
masses of our people will rise up in their millions. The work- 
ing people of Moscow and Leningrad have already com- 
menced to form vast popular levies in support of the Red 
Army. 

Such popular levies must be raised in every city which is 
in danger of enemy invasion, all working people must be 
roused to defend our freedom, our honor, our country—in 
our patriotic war against German Fascism. 

In order to insure rapid mobilization of all forces of the 
peoples of the Soviet Union and to repulse the enemy who 
treacherously attacked our country, a State Committee of 
Defense has been formed in whose hands the entire power of 
the state has been vested. 

The State Committee of Defense has entered in its func- 
tions and calls upon all our people to rally around the party 
of Lenin-Stalin and around the Soviet government so as self- 
denyingly to support the Red Army and Navy, demolish the 
enemy and secure victory. 

All our forces for support of our heroic Red Army and 
our glorious Red Navy. 

All the forces of the people—for demolition of the enemy! 
Forward, to our victory! 





By PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 


Y fellow Americans: In 1776, on the Fourth day 
of July, the representatives of the several States 
in Congress assembled, declaring our independence, 
asserted that a decent respect for the opinion of mankind 
required that they should declare the reasons for their 
action. In this new crisis, we have a like duty. 

In 1776 we waged war in behalf of the great principle 
that government should derive its just powers from the 
consent of the governed. In other words, representation 
chosen in free election. In the century and a half that fol- 
lowed, this cause of human freedom swept across the world. 
But now, in our generation—in the past few years—a 





A Fourth of July Address Broadcast from Hyde Park, N. Y. 





new resistance, in the form of several new practices of 
tyranny, has been making such headway that the funda- 
mentals of 1776 are being struck down abroad and, 
definitely, they are threatened here. 

It is, indeed, a fallacy, based on no logic at all, for any 
American to suggest that the rule of force can defeat human 
freedom in all the other parts of the world and permit it 
to survive in the United States alone. But it has been that 
childlike fantasy itself—that misdirected faith—which has 
let nation after nation to go about their peaceful tasks, rely- 
ing on the thought, and even the promise, that they and 
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their lives and their government would be allowed to live 
when the juggernaut of force came their way. 

It is simple—I could almost say simple-minded—for us 
Americans to wave the flag, to reassert our belief in the 
cause of freedom—and to let it go at that. 

Yet, all of us who lie awake at night—all of us who study 
and study again—know full well that in these days we can- 
not save freedom with pitchforks and muskets alone after a 
dictator combination has gained control of the rest of the 
world. 

We know that we cannot save freedom in our own midst, 
in our own land, if all around us—our neighbor nations— 
have lost their freedom. 


That is why we are engaged in a serious, in a mighty, in 
a unified action in the cause of the defense of the hemi- 
sphere and the freedom of the seas. We need not the loyalty 
and unity alone, we need speed and efficiency and toil—and 
an end to backbiting, an end to the sabotage that runs far 
deeper than the blowing up of munitions plants. 

I tell the American people solemnly that the United States 
will never survive as a happy and fertile oasis of liberty sur- 
rounded by a cruel desert of dictatorship. 

And so it is that when we repeat the great pledge to our 
country and to our flag, it must be our deep conviction that 
we pledge as well our work, our will and, if it be necessary, 
our very lives. 


Our Spiritual Defense 


THERE IS A MORAL FORCE IN WARS 


By COLONEL WILLIAM J. DONOVAN 
Over the Network of the Columbia Broadcasting System, Saturday, June 28, 1941 
Under Auspices of the Laymen’s National Committee 


AM speaking to you tonight under the auspices of the 
I Laymen’s National Committee because I believe, with 

this group of Americans, that there is a moral force in 
wars that in the long run is stronger than any machine. 

While it is true that the boldest of men is helpless in 
battle today without modern weapons, it is likewise true, 
as once said by Frederick of Prussia—it is true for all times 
and circumstances—that it is the martial spirit that deter- 
mines the issue and not the tactical form. The final word 
is spoken not by arms or equipment but by the moral will 
of the nation. 

The question of where or how or when defense of the 
United States may require that our armed forces strike at 
Hitler is a military question, but should that hour come, 
only a genuine American spiritual force will provide enough 
motive power back of our armed forces to secure us victory. 

The army Hitler has set up is a formidable foe—formid- 
able not only in its arms, its equipment, its training and its 
daring, but formidable also because it is sustained by a phi- 
losophy and a faith. It is not a faith we profess; it denies 
the dignity of the soul in man. It affirms the supremacy 
of force. It denies the kingdom of the spirit. It affirms 
the ascendancy of the corporate state—but it is positive 
affirmation and the men who march and fight derive a 
fanatic strength from it. That force cannot be beaten by 
something that is half-hearted or indifferent. 

Anyone who watches the march of the German armies, 
the blind faith of the German soldier, his willingness to 
face death for Hitler and his fatherland—anyone who has 

‘en the vast youth movements in Germany itself realizes 
that here, indeed, is a formidable foe. 

As we sit in the safety of our homes tonight, let us not 
make any mistake about it. The Nazi Party believes and, 
through believing, does. It is not enough for us to hate it. 
*t is not enough for us to destroy it. It will only be enough 
when we in America pledge ourselves anew to the principles 
upon which our country was founded. 

Democracy—liberty—are intangibles until the moment 
that we profess a faith in them; then they are realities, in- 
deed. They are more real than anything we can touch. 

Peace at any price is not part of democratic belief and 
never was. Human life deprived of liberty is worthless. 
The fact of war and the love of war are two different 


things. Christian democracy can never love war, but we 
must not lose sight of the fact that we may be forced to 
accept war in order to survive. If Hitler wins, our vital 
interests will be affected. We will have to redraft our 
plans for the future; our trade, our standard of living, our 
concept of human life, will all be placed in jeopardy. We 
shall have to match Germany’s military and sea power merely 
to live. For the conflict between the two systems is irrecon- 
cilable and inevitable; so we ask ourselves what will be the 
effect of the war between Russia and Germany. We must 
realize that if Hitler is successful in this war, the danger 
to us will be increased. 

Without doubt, before he moved, he had studied carefully 
Russian weaknesses and had devised means to exploit them. 
\ll of his victories have been based upon his accurate knowl- 
‘ige of the situation of his enemy. We have no reason to 
believe that Russia will be his equal either in equipment or 
in strategy. 

A German victory against Russia would bring with it 
serious consequences both to Europe and to ourselves. It 
would be Hitler’s best answer to the British blockade. It 
would give him an agricultural foundation for his new conti- 
nental empire. It would give him a jumping-off place to 
reach the oil fields of the Near East, and it would enable 
Hitler to turn to his war against England free from the 
danger of attack from his rear. 

But the longer Russia can be kept in the war, the better. 
The longer Germany can be held there in her effort, the 
greater the drain upon her resources; so these next few 
weeks present not a period of rest, but a time to exert our 
greatest effort. This does not mean we are to become friends 
of the Soviet regime; it does not mean that we are going to 
have anything in common with the brutal despotism of 
Stalin. But the real danger to America is still Hitler. He 
is our enemy. Let’s keep that in mind, always. The fact 
that he is now ready to destroy Russia is the final proof of 
his aim of world conquest—also final proof, if any were 
needed, that his treaties and his friendship are as dangerous 
as his open hostility. 

When we look at this war today, we see in process three 
great battles. These three battles Germany seeks to win this 
year. One is the battle of the Mediterranean (and Ger- 
many moves against Russia not only for the acquisition of 
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Russia itself, but as a means of winning this battle of the 
Mediterranean) ; second is the battle of the Atlantic; and, 
third, the battle here at home in America. In the battle of 
the Mediterranean, Britain is fighting a rear-guard action— 
an action she must maintain until the bitter end. There 
Germany is seeking to determine the fate not only of Egypt 
and the Suez, but of the Spanish-Portuguese Peninsula and 
French North Africa. And if Hitler obtains the Iberian 
Peninsula and French North Africa, he will be able to domi- 
nate the South Atlantic; he will control not only vital sea 
lanes of the British Empire; he will control our own lines 
of trade with Brazil, Uruguay and Argentina; he will be at 
our back door. He will be in a position to threaten our 
command of the Caribbean and the Panama Canal itself. 
We must consider the possible worst and, therefore, we 
must assume that Germany will defeat Russia. This will 
probably enable her to win the Mediterranean—and the 
winning of the Mediterranean by Germany would be a 
severe blow not only to Britain but to us, because of the 
influence of the Mediterranean on the battle of the Atlantic. 
This is the second battle of which I speak. This is a 
hattle where we can help. In this battle of the Atlantic, 
Germany is keeping pressure upon the jugular vein of Eng- 
land, the jugular vein of supplies. Once Germany can 
choke off that supply line, the invasion of Britain might be 
assured. To prevent this, there must be driven from the 
Atlantic the German long-range reconnaissance planes and 
bombers, and the submarines, and the fast-moving ocean 
raiders. But this clean-up of the Atlantic can only be done 
by America, so that the third battle of which I speak, the 
decisive battle, is being fought here. This is the battle where 
vou can help most—the battle to hold out America, the battle 
to paralyze our effort. Germany is fighting this battle des- 
perately today. She is fighting it by every weapon at her 
command, by her skillful propaganda, by spreading fear of 
her invincibility, by creating discord among us, by pene- 
trating our spiritual and moral defenses. Hitler strikes at 
everything that affects our will, yours and mine. He tries 
to place a fifth columnist in the heart of each of us—a fifth 
columnist of doubt and discord. If these weapons prove 


Clear the Atlantic of the German Menace 


WE CAN WAIT NO LONGER 
By FRANK KNOX, Secretary of the Navy 


successful and he can hold us out of the Atlantic, or if he 
can prevent us from giving essential ‘aid, then the battle of 
the Atlantic is lost to Britain and to us. With that battle 
lost, the last obstacle to European domination by Germany 
is removed. The shield behind which we could prepare and 
get strong is beaten down; Naziism and Americanism will 
be face to face. A Germany strong and self-confident, feel- 
ing the urge for new conquests and an America without 
any ally, unready to meet so strong an enemy alone. 

That possibility must make us keep in mind this fact: 
The security and liberty of our hemisphere have prospered 
behind a wall of sea power. That wall consisted of the men 
and guns of the American and British fleets. No formal 
alliances cemented that wall. It was held together by com- 
mon national interests, nothing else. No European, no Asi- 
atic military and naval despotism could gain a foothold 
beside Canada or the United States or the republics to the 
south while that sea wall stood. Today, one-half of the 
wall is threatened with vast and final destruction. While 
our Atlantic outposts will stand beneath attack from bomb 
and shell and torpedo, shall we withhold the power of our 
vital aid until half the wall has crumbled? Until a hostile 
Hitler-dominated world advances with combined strength 
against us alone? 

No one can reasonably deny that danger threatens our 
republic. Will we go to meet danger in the spirit of the 
American generations who came before us, or will we wait 
until it has crossed the doorstep of our homes and touches 
our families and our altars? 

What must we—each of us—what must we do to defend 
those altars? No nation is stronger than its people. What 
we must do to defend those altars is, first of all, to affirm 
our own burning faith against the Nazi faith, We must 
reassert our belief in a Christian democracy—a democracy 
whose chief concern is not for human life but for human 
liberty; not for peace but for the dignity of man in the 
image of his Master. 

This is the moral force which, in the long run, is stronger 
than any machine. 





At Dinner given by the Bethlehem Shipbuilding Company to the Governors’ Conference 


AM speaking to you out of a deep sense of my respon- 

sibility and as the civilian head of the American Navy. 

I address you, the responsible leaders of the people who 
live in your respective states. As I speak, we are in the 
midst of a world wide war, and in an hour of the gravest 
national peril. At such a time, and under such circum- 
stances, one must measure his words with care. I do this 
when I say to you that everything we cherish is directly 
challenged by a ruthless dictator who grasps at world do- 
minion. This threat to our own institutions, our hard won 
freedoms, our very way of life, comes nearer, and becomes 
clearer, every day. 

Hitlerism began with the destruction, by illegal and cor- 
rupt means, of the democratic institutions in Germany. It 
expanded its territory by the rape of Austria. It achieved 
a further extension by destroying Czechoslovakia, under the 





at Fore River, Massachusetts on June 30, 1941 


color of protecting a German minority in that nation. De- 
spite a recently signed treaty of non-aggression, and re- 
iterated protestations of friendship, it spread its dominion by 
the massacre of Poland. Not content with conquest, it is 
now engaged in the deliberate extermination of the Polish 
people. 

It spread to the north, across the borders of Denmark,. 
by stealth and duplicity, then to Norway which it sub- 
jugated by a combination of treachery and ruthlessness. 

If forced the submission of a gallant fighting Finland to 
Communist Red Russia, of whom it made a temporary ally. 
It interposed no objection the while Russia destroyed the 
liberties of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia. Despite repeated 
promises of immunity and non-aggression, it swept with its 
armored might over the low countries and made of their 
people its chattels. 
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It dealt with an ill prepared and politically chaotic France 
in similar fashion, seizing and holding a million and a half 
French soldiers as hostages to insure that a defeated, de- 
moralized France should do its will. 

It encountered defeat, for the first time, when it reached 
the waters of the English Channel, and fought an unsuc- 
cessful battle in the skies over England. 

Turning to the southward, in succession, it chained to its 
chariot wheels Hungary, Roumania, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia 
and Greece. It made of Italy a junior and subordinate mem- 
ber of its plunderbund when it rescued that nation from 
disastrous defeat in Africa and on the Mediterranean by 
British sea, land and air forces. 

This is the appalling record of this new and modern 
Genghis Khan. 

Within the past week, Hitler has turned on his dupe— 
his quasi-ally—Stalin and swung into action against Russia, 
160 divisions of its army, supported by a powerful air 
armada. For eight days now, this attack has been proceed- 
ing. Despite Russia’s backwardness in things military, she 
has assembled to confront the Nazi army a huge army of its 
own. Granted that Germany possesses a far more efficient 
war machine and in spite of the unquestioned superiority of 
German military leadership, to conquer Russia with her im- 
mense territory and her millions of soldiers, is a task which 
is bound to consume vital months in this crucial year of 1941. 

For the first time since Hitler loosed the dogs of war on 
the world, we are provided with a God-given chance to de- 
termine the outcome of this world-wide struggle. Now is 
the time to put into motion the huge machine we have been 
building since the war began. Our world has been challenged 
by a pagan force that seeks to destroy the very fundamentals 
of a Christian civilization. We can insure, beyond a shadow 
of a doubt, the defeat of that pagan force and insure a vic- 
tory for a Christian civilization. 

Only the other day, a great leader of the Catholic church 
in America made an eloquent and an appealing declaration 
that men of his faith put a high value upon the dignity of the 
individual, in contradiction and denial of the totalitarian 
precept that every man and woman and every child be- 
longs to the State. He declared this war to be a war of 
Satan, a war of the flesh, a war of Paganism. The views 
thus eloquently expressed by this Catholic prelate are the 
views of America, regardless of creed. It is this cause that 
summons us. If we fail, civilization fails, and a brutish 
Paganism triumphs. We cannot fail. 

We have progressed to our present posture by a slow and 
patient course of statesmanship under the lead of the 
President. 

First, we joined with all other American Republics in 
an agreement of common defense. Then, more than a year 
ago, we launched the greatest program of national defense 
in the history of the world and are now carrying that out 
ahead of schedule. We are adding daily to our splendid 
Navy—now the greatest in the world—and we have 
mustered a new army of a million and a half man power 
which has already demonstrated its worthiness of our finest 
military traditions. 

We have initiated and are carrying out a policy of aid 
for the democracies, climaxing this unprecedented course with 
the passage of the Lend-Lease bill and an appropriation of 
seven billion dollars to give it effect. That lend-lease law 
which culminated this program of aid, was proposed by the 
President, received the overwhelming endorsement of the 
American people, and was enacted into law by overwhelming 
non-partisan majorities of both houses of Congress. Thus, 
aid to the democracies became the settled and established 
policy of the United States. The President, reinforced and 


supported by the people, through the operation of their 
democratic institutions, has said that it is insufficient to 
merely produce articles of defense to aid those fighting Ger- 
many; he has said also that those articles must be delivered 
where they can be used. The President declared this should 
be done; this will be done; this must be done. Thus, in the 
most solemn fashion, the actual delivery of our aid is a part 
of our pledge. Now is the time to fulfill that pledge. 

Momentarily, Hitler has turned his back upon us. Con- 
temptuously, holding our proferred aid to be a futile and 
empty gesture, since we were permitting it to pile up, un- 
delivered, on our docks, he has turned upon his quondara 
partner and is treacherously reducing Russia to a slave state 
in his new order. While his back is turned, we must answer 
his obvious contempt with a smashing blow that can and 
will change the entire world perspective. 

If, while Hitler is assaulting Stalin, we can clear the path 
across the Atlantic, and deliver, in safety, the weapons our 
factories are now producing, ultimate defeat for Hitler is 
certain. 

To show how vital it is that we shall make the Atlantic 
crossing safe, which we must and can do, let me cite the 
figures of losses by sinking in the last five months ending 
May 31, 1941: 

The total gross tons of shipping lost in that period was 
2,198,000. 


This was divided by months as follows: 


January ...... 309,731 tons 
February 339,833 tons 
ere 505,750 tons 
See 581,251 tons 
Se ks don aa 461,328 tons 


This is at an annual rate of loss of 5,275,000 tons. 

To emphasize what such losses mean, let me cite one ship 
recently sunk which carried 1,000 machine guns and 
1,500,000 rounds of ammunition. Another one, within the 
last few days, was sunk carrying an equally valuable cargo 
which included a huge amount of high explosives. On many 
of the ships that have gone down in the North Atlantic, 
there were planes, tanks, and thousands of cases of food. 
For every ship sunk, there is that much loss of food to sus- 
tain the morale of the British people, and to arm their 
soldiers, their sailors and their airmen in the gallant fight 
they are making against the Nazi horde. We must remember 
that for every ship that we, and the British, are now build- 
ing, three are being sunk, and not only the sunken ship is 
lost, but also the planes, the guns, the ammunition and food 
which it carries. 

There is only one end to the rate of sinking—victory for 
Hitler which will give him ultimate domination over the 
world. 

To live, and fight, and win, Britain needs food and oil 
and guns and planes in ever increasing quantities. Britain 
does not produce enough of its own food on which to live. 
She does not produce enough oil in the British Isles to 
operate its planes. She does not produce enough steel and 
aluminum and planes to carry the offensive to Germany and 
defeat Hitler. She must get all of these things from us. She 
must get them not at New York, or Boston, or Halifax. 
She must get them at places where they can be used. Every 
pound of food, every tanker filled with oil, every ship filled 
with planes, which is lost, makes Britain’s case more des- 
perate and endangers the more our entire civilization. 

At this time, while Hitler is busy crushing Russia, we are 
presented with an opportunity to vitally aid Britain. We 
can help Britain strike at Hitler by giving her the means to 
bomb the plants which make Hitler’s oil, his planes, his 
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guns and other material of war, and by cracking the morale 
of the German people. Thus, we can help make them under- 
stand the cruelty and ruthlessness which Hitler has un- 
loosed upon the world. This can only be done if the passage 
across the Atlantic is cleared for traffic, and if the ships 
which carry the oil, the planes, the guns and the food are 
not sunk. An all-out offensive that will destroy Hitlerism 
can only be undertaken if the products of the huge war 
industry which we are completing find their destination on 
the British Isles promptly and safely. 

Again I say, now is the time to strike. And, saying that, 
| would be derelict if I did not add that all of this in- 
volved risk and danger. It may involve sacrifice to the ut- 
termost. When force is turned loose in the world—force 
directed toward the destruction of the institutions of human 
freedom—that force can only be met with a greater force 
—force without limit or stint. We must create, as a great 
American once said: “A righteous and triumphant force 
which shall make right the law of the world, and cast every 
selfish dominion down in the dust.” 

America must wake up, not alone to its danger—and the 
dangers are real and fearsome, but to the realities of the 


sacrifice demanded. We must, if need be, match with 
American tears, American toil, American sweat and Ameri- 
can blood, the toil, the tears, the sweat, and the blood which 
Britain has gallantly spent to hold in check the devastating 
spread of Nazi power throughout the civilized world. To 
us is given, through the inscrutable ways of God, a chal- 
lenge, and a responsibility. We cannot meet that challenge 
—we cannot discharge that responsibility, by working five 
days a week and eight hours a day; by putting the need and 
necessities of civilian life and comforts ahead of the hard 
necessities of national defense. We cannot cling to any 
formula of “business as usual” and profit as usual, when our 
business has become the halting of the Hun in his triumphant 
march toward dominion over an enslaved world in which 
the light of liberty will be snuffed out, and men everywhere 
must bend a pliant knee to a pagan tyrant. 

I can find no better words with which to close than to 
repeat the gallant words of my Commander-in-Chief, to 
which I subscribe from the bottom of my heart: “I would 
rather die on my feet than live on my knees.” 

The time to use our Navy to clear the Atlantic of the 
German menace is at hand. 


Faith 1n Ourselves 


WE ARE NOW NEARING THE FATEFUL HOUR 


By JAMES M. COX, Former Governor of Ohio 
Delivered at Commencement Exercises, Georgia School of Technology, Atlanta, June 9, 1941 


T no time in all our history has the graduation season 
meant so much as now. This is particularly true of 
our scientific schools. Science must be the major im- 
plement in the saving of our civilization. Our first require- 
ment is a highly developed industrial efficiency. Every day 
makes this clear. But we cannot have this without scientific 
resourcefulnes and skill. So in this hour of disquieting con- 
ditions we cannot fail to sense the importance of thousands 
of scientifically trained men and women marching forward 
in support of our social and economic forces. That is their 
contribution to the civilization we seek to save. There can 
be no higher compliment to the Georgia School of Tech- 
nology than this: that every member of your graduating class, 
with the exception of those who are to be in the service of 
the army and navy, has been offered employment in industry 
at commanding salaries. Evidently the United States naval 
authorities were more prescient than they knew when Georgia 
Tech was named along with Yale, Harvard, Northwestern, 
Washington and California universities, as one of the six 
institutions to give naval reserve training. We need these 
moments of happy reassurance to strengthen us now. 

Since the beginning of these happy occasions it has been the 
custom, possibly without variance, for speakers to give advice 
to members of the graduating classes. My sense of the pro- 
prieties vetoes this. Whether this be due to changed condi- 
tions bringing changing practices, I do not know. It may be 
that the seniors of your time are so humble in the face of 
perplexing conditions that they feel the need of receiving 
counsel, rather than giving it. It may well be that the cour- 
age and faith and boldness of youth are needed, along with 
the seasoned calmness of maturity, to create a common bal- 
ance for our guidance now. 

So instead of counsels of caution in the world which you 
now enter, let us have a look at this world in which all of 
us are, and see whether, by diagnosing obvious ills, their 


causes and effects, we can gain something which will steady 
our minds and strengthen our fibers and our purposes. 

Civilization, which is a composite of social, governmental, 
economic and spiritual forces, is as much out of control as a 
runaway horse. Genius, through science, has developed ti- 
tanic forces which mankind has lacked the moral vision to 
control. For our great science, potent for higher human wel- 
fare as it is, is not, alone, enough. Above the skills of science 
must stand the enlightened souls of men, the master of these 
powers, not their slave. The want of this mastery is the 
present peril of the world. 

The voice of Satan may tell us that our protection is geo- 
graphical; that while things have gone badly elsewhere, they 
have always come out right here. Nothing is more dangerous 
than to be beguiled by precedent. Distance seems no longer 
a factor in the conquests of war. Battles are no longer 
fought on land and water alone. An evil genius has seized 
upon the implements of the air, and barriers of the past, be- 
hind which America was safe, reassure only those who will 
not face the facts. 

Never did the sun and moon look down on such a desolate 
earth; nations born of centuries attacked without cause and 
crushed ; national traditions, created by patriots and treasured 
as the achievements of rugged races of peoples, swept into 
the wreckage of brute force; millions, not in the bondage of 
slavery, but reduced to the level and obedience of driven 
cattle; defiance to international law and order; defiance to 
the richest precepts spiritual man has given to the world; 
and, yet more, defiance to God and all his laws. Reverence 
for an all-controlling divinity is scorned as an insult to nazi 
superiority. The Holy Land, blessed by the footprints of the 
Prince of Peace, hears the thunder and sees the frightfulness 
of modern mechanized war. The River Jordan may soon 
run red with the blood of man. 

This is the picture of our world, where man has been 
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long building the institutions of a civilized society. Is it any 
wonder that in my mail comes this reflection from a former 
justice of the United States supreme court, at the sunset of 
his career enriched by the finest qualities of mind and soul: 
“T begin gravely to doubt the existence of a moral govern- 
ment of this seemingly abandoned planet.” 

Admittedly, this is a gloomy outlook. I dwell upon it 
only that we may know that civilization has never faced 
such a challenge. The implications of the situation take such 
hold upon all clear-thinking people that we cannot withhold 
resistance to this plague of international outlawry. It is 
rooted in a fanatical purpose to encompass every nation, and 
indifference to our dangers would mark our present America 
as an unworthy child of the America our fathers made. 

How came this wretched state of things? How did it start, 
what was its cause? Its cause is undeniably clear. If we go 
back to the genesis of our unhappy times, we can find parallels 
that have meaning; we can understand certain sinister cross 
currents running in this country now. This war had its 
start at the end of the World war. In the treaty of Ver- 
sailles were some arbitrary features dictated by a hate un- 
quenched by victory. 

To gain agreement, as a beginning to reconstruction and 
readjustment, temperate-minded men at the peace table ac- 
cepted these provisions, confident that brief time with sup- 
plementary arrangements would temper severities and pro- 
mote a better accord between nations. A new order had 
come from a wiser concept of international relationships. It 
was a new Magna Charta, if you please, and it was not a 
mere thing of words, to be forgotten like so many solemnly 
pledged agreements of the past. A League of Nations was 
created and organic laws devised for its service and control. 
Of immediate concern was the interminable chaos in Europe. 
For generations it had been a powder magazine, to be ignited 
by the spark of disputes, aggression and greed. For years the 
sword of Hohenzollerns and the Hapsburgs had cowed small 
countries into vassal states. Boundary lines were not deter- 
mined by racial groupings. Languages, religions, racial cus- 
toms and aspirations were never elements to be considered by 
the makers of the old order. 

As Woodrow Wilson well said: ‘“There could be no peace 
until the whole order of Central Europe was set right.” But 
this was only a part of the task which the best thought in a 
war-weary world assigned to the League of Nations. It was 
above all to avoid war by the process of peaceful settlement. 
It established a code of international law and order to be 
administered from a seemingly new-formed sense of justice. 
It was the first concerted international effort to cure the ills 
of the world. Menacing military establishments were out- 
lawed. Secret treaties and alliances from which European 
wars had come for centuries were barred. There were no 
hidden relations between nations. All compacts were to be 
filed at Geneva, the seat of the League. Readjustments in 
minority populations were arranged for. Traffic in opium 
was to be controlled. Standards of labor were to be raised 
in order to remove harmful competitive conditions in in- 
dustry. And any aggressor violating the tenets of the cove- 
nant was to be voted an outlaw and treated and restrained 
as such. 

The emotions of the mothers of the earth were expressed 
in these words of Woodrow Wilson: 

“A cry had gone out from every home in every stricken 
land from which sons and brothers and fathers had gone 
forth to the great sacrifice that such a sacrifice should never 
again be exacted. It was manifest why it had been exacted. 
It had been exacted because one nation desired dominion and 
other nations had known no means of defense except arma- 
ments and alliances.” 


In his report to the American people on what he had ac- 
complished, we recall these words as a benediction to a sacred 
episode in history—words that must now shine the heavens 
of our consciousness: 

“The stage is set, the destiny disclosed. It has come about 
by no plan of our conceiving, but by the hand of God who 
led us into this way. We can not turn back. We can only 
go forward, with lifted eyes and freshened spirit, to follow 
the vision. It was of this that we dreamed at our birth. 
America shall in truth show the way. The light streams upon 
the path ahead, and nowhere else.”’ 

But ere long racial conspiracy and political intrigue ob- 
truded their hideous forms. There came opposition, sporadic 
at first, then spreading, organized, over the country. We had 
never before been so impressed with the fact that while a 
democracy has its normal vicissitudes under the most favor- 
able conditions, with our hetrogeneous population a democ- 
racy can live only by eternal vigilance and maintenance of a 
composite public opinion which must assert itself under the 
principles of majority rule. But the racial activity alone 
would not have been enough. 

Well I remember a conversation with Senator Borah at 
about that time. He was passing through our state. The 
opposition to Wilson was beginning to take shape. The first 
important meeting was to be held within a day or two in 
Chicago and to be addressed by Senator Johnson of Califor- 
nia. Johnson, by the way, was one of the very few sincere 
isolationists. Speaking of the matter, Borah said: 

“Johnson is making a mistake in thinking he can arouse a 
successful movement against the president. I am opposed to 
certain things in the covenant, but the people unmistakably 
are for it and the present effort against it will not succeed.” 

The meeting at Chicago was large and enthusiastic. From 
that great center came an outpouring of Germans, Italians 
and radical Irish. The Germans were embittered because 
of the war, the Italians by the Fiume incident and the Irish 
because Mr. Wilson had not felt that the disturbance in the 
Emerald Isle was a part of the issues of the war. 

The Chicago incident was an interesting commentary on 
human nature. I hope one is not cynical in observing that 
in politics grievance is more articulate than gratitude. We 
were approaching a presidential election. The opposition 
party as an organization, seeing in the racial groups here 
acting from alien and not American sympathies, the probably 
balance of political power, moved in behind them. Thus was 
embroiled in politics a question that deserved no place there. 

We need not be reminded that practically every statesman 
of that party had actively supported the principles of the 
league, only under party pressure to turn away under the 
pretext that the ambiguous committal of its candidate was 
sufficiently reassuring. While ‘resident Wilson was in mid- 
ocean, returning to conclude the work of peace, a senatorial 
cabal was formed, a sufficient number of senators pledging 
their opposition to thwart our great crusader for peace. As 
a culminating disgrace this same senate abandoned our allies 
and made a separate treaty with Germany. 

We can hardly find words to condemn what is now going 
on in France; but remember, France acts under duress, while 
the conspirators in the American senate were motivated en- 
tirely by political intrigue. Fifty-eight nations joined in the 
movement for peace. We were conspicuous by our absence 
along with Turkey, in the final assembly of the League. 

The prestige of Wilson was to be destroyed; but when he 
was crucified the world was crucified with him. Pursued 
with a vengeance that even entered his sickroom in the White 
House, he died a broken-hearted man, trying to save through 
the only plan which human intelligence could devise, a now 
broken-hearted world. 
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Then came the hard-fisted, senseless insistence upon full 
payment of all debts. Our only concern with the affairs of 
the world was that of a pound-of-flesh creditor. I know 
whereof I speak in asserting that in 1922, with America as- 
suming the leadership, reparations could have been read- 
justed. The republic of Germany would have lived. Inter- 
national debts would now be in the process of liquidation, 
and there would have been no Hitler. In the calm judgment 
of time, recorded history will tell the truth, and the truth 
is that America, through combined racial and political in- 
trigue, gave to the world the mad sign-painter of Bavaria. 

Hitler’s task was easy. ‘The German people had suffered, 
and suffered grievously, attempting to lift the load of repara- 
tions. Hitler said: ““We will pay nothing.” His compatriots, 
recognizing that they had nothing to lose and everything to 
gain, followed him. Out of a young manhood in Germany 
had come a fanaticism born of bitterness, and it was not 
difficult to assemble the youth and enthusiasm of that country 
into an intensive 10 years of preparation for war. 

An organized civilization, contemplated by the League of 
Nations, would have tempered severities, repatriated minority 
populations and written a different chapter in the annals of 
the time. A parallel comes to one’s mind. For all the alien 
spearhead in America and the tremendous organization of the 
opposition party, it was yet necessary to confuse our public 
mind through misrepresentation. Our mothers were told that 
we had had quite enough of Europe; we should enter into no 
arrangements of any kind with Europe, because Europe 
always meant war and we would inevitably be involved. Too 
many of our people were blinded to the fact that we were 
seeking to save civilization, and to save it we must combine 
every element of its strength, everywhere. 

Now once more we hear it said that by taking alarm at 
the tide of devastation sweeping over the world we ourselves 
will be embroiled in war. And again the motley old line 
forms. Groups of alien sympathy are massed, as 20 years ago, 
to move America to other than American ends. And reckless 
politicians, as of old, are lining up for purposes of their own 
behind these un-American voting groups. The American 
answer ist an inert civilization is a near dead civilization, 
and if resistance by every vital part of it is war, then war let 
it be. A civilization that will not fight to destroy besetting 
parasites, will not live, nor does it deserve to live. 

As to what should be done to preserve what we hold so 
dear on this continent there is a difference of opinion. Some 
contend that we should merely defend ourselves here against 
an attack from overseas if and when it comes. Others be- 
lieve that to insure protection here we should give all our 
aid to those that are holding back the hordes of conquest. 
We would be as simple-minded as was Europe at Munich 
if we did not know what the defeat of Britain and the loss 
of the English fleet would mean to us. We are dealing with 
an armed nation whose might in weapons is self-ascribed to 
such a superiority in race that in the eternal fitness of things 
it should rule the world. The destiny of Hitler, as he sees 
it, is written in the stars. His fanatical ambitions have long 
since been proclaimed, and we are mere Red Riding Hoods 
not to sense the meaning of it all. Our duty clearly is to 
give every ounce of strength we can to the British people. 
They have risen to a new fame, by suffering and sacrificing 
and fighting, not only to save their homes but their souls as 
well. 

I have never believed, nor do I now, that the need will 
come of sending our soldiers overseas. It is machines not 
men that we must supply. We see again in this war, as has 
been apparent in others, that modern weapons, terrifying as 
they are for the moment, bring reduced mortality. Germany 


has not in modern times felt the presence of war as she is 
about to feel it. What Germany has brought to England, 
England will bring to Germany. That will end this war, 
either by its sheer futility, which would be a defeat to Hitler, 
or in a complete victory over him. His way is not easy. One 
grows impatient as too many of our people believe that bar- 
barity cannot be stopped and that all the troubles of the hour 
are with the allies. Unarmed as they are, the peoples of con- 
quered Europe require five million German soldiers to hold 
them in restraint. This cannot go on forever and no one 
knows it better than Hitler. But, getting back to our tasks, 
this war must be won by our American factories, supple- 
mented by our American farms. Food, ships, airplanes and 
tanks are the answer. We have the genius and the facilities, 
and I am sure that a very resolute will is now developing to 
make the end of naziism certain and complete. 

This brings us to a very serious phase in our industrial 
life. The great structure of our defense movement rests 
upon every producer in our land. Our front is pitched in 
factory, mill, mine, farm and offices. It is an equal re- 
sponsibility on everyone. What a singularly disgraceful thing 
it would be if soldiers went into a sitdown strike! Yet it 
would be no more culpable than the scenes we are witnes- 
sing now in too many Amermican factories. War calls for 
sacrifice and it must be a common sacrifice—not the sacrifice 
alone of families that are giving up their young manhood 
or of the young men themselves who are abandoning for 
the moment their plans for the future. Certainly no one is 
expected to drive a hard bargain under the stress of emer- 
gency. Business generally understands this and accepts it, 
and in the main so does labor. 

The dignity of labor has been assailed. What is going on 
does violence to the feelings of its great rank and file and to 
the vast majority of labor leaders. It is a spirit of incor- 
rigibility which strikes a false and what could be a fatal 
note in the whole tempo of our defense. When the president 
of the United States says and says resolutely as I am sure 
he will, ‘““This has gone far enough,” and implements words 
with measures, it will end; and there will come such an 
articulated power in our public opinion that we will have no 
recurrences. One who fails to do his common part fails to act 
the American citizen. No matter in what rank he is, 
whether in office, in factory or on farm, he should be dis- 
placed. And, as in the last World War, he who will not 
work should be deprived of all rights of exemption under 
the draft. In industry the man who takes his place should 
then be given the protection of the government. 

We have made great social gains and under them we 
should have increased industrial efficiency. Government is 
concerned in all of this in a very practical sense. Our man- 
ufacturers must be given every facility to render their ut- 
most in production. Out of it all comes the return to our 
federal treasury. We are not only incurring a great expense, 
but a tremendous debt; but we are capable of meeting both. 
The stupendous possibilities of American production can 
hardly be appraised. But we cannot do what we are able 
to do if certain elements in our industry are permitted to 
defy our public opinion and our government itself. 

This whole situation will clarify. America is peculiar in 
this sense—things never get better here until they get much 
worse. We sweep from one extreme to the other, but finally 
we strike a center: We are now nearing the fateful hour. 

Faith in ourselves is our great resource. We, as a de- 
mocracy, may appraise a question slowly, but once the task 
is plain, we show the strength of a great nation. There is 
hope for an ultimately better world. We have gone through 
experiences which tell us what should be done when this 
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war ends. International instability may be but a temporary 
aberration. When we come out of it this old planet of ours 
should be a better place to live. 

There will be much to do besides rearrangements in gov- 
ernment and adjustment to a new social and economic order. 
Vast destruction of material wealth calls for rebuilding. 
This demands the products of soil and man. It will be an 





inspiring task, and the old axiom can be renewed, that the 
hazard makes the man. Challenge develops character. Sac- 
rifice is healthful to the soul. We must cast our eyes ahead 
and see beyond the unhappy fields of war. The reconstruction 
of the world! What a soul-moving task! Fortunate will 
be those who, like yourselves, are permitted by time to par- 
ticipate in transmuting this age of iron into an age of gold. 


We Must Turn to the Needs of War 


BLESSINGS MUST BE EARNED 
By ROBERT G. SPROUL, President, University of California 
Delivered at Stanford University’s Fiftieth Anniversary, June 20, 1941 


N appearing on this program to commemorate the fif- 

tieth anniversary of the opening of Stanford University, 

I feel a deep sense of pleasure. Stanford and I have 
much in common. We are both products of the Gay Nine- 
ties. In fact, in the same year that Stanford began to offer 
instruction to a select group of students under the Palo Alto, 
I initiated, in the city of St. Francis, a course for the benefit 
of my parents, entitled Trials and Tribulations of Raising 
a First Son. And so it happened that Stanford and I have 
grown up together. I know exactly how it feels to be fifty 
years old this year. And I know how lucky Stanford is 
that she was roofed with tile instead of pile, and that her 
multifold arches were built of solid, non-collapsing stone. 
The chief difference in our life destinies is that Stanford has 
won a deserved repute as a private university, whereas I 
have gone into the public school business as head of the 
University of California. 

But on my part at least I am sure that the difference 
between public and private universities, whatever it may 
once have been, is not today sufficiently great to warrant 
any great feeling of incompatibility between Stanford and 
myself. In his latest annual report the President of Colum- 
bia University, an institution which is still called private, 
though it lives on one of the busy thoroughfares of New 
York City, said: “There is, and can be, no such thing as a pri- 
vate university. . . . True universities . . . may be either 
governmental or non-governmental, but in either case they 
are public service institutions . . . the non-governmental uni- 
versity is engaged in direct public service and is, in effect, 
a gift to the taxpayer.” 

I agree with President Nicholas Murray Butler on this 
point. There is, or there should be, no fundamental dif- 
ference in the goals sought by the so-called private, and the 
so-called public, university, or in the standard of values by 
which they appraise the success of their efforts. Both are 
seeking to educate American men and women for the mani- 
fold opportunities and responsibilities which the leading 
citizens of a democracy must accept. Both in a sense are 
public institutions sharing a common field of public service. 
The private institution may, because of tuition fees, tend 
to draw a greater percentage of its students from one end 
of the established economic and social ladder. It will receive, 
however, students blessed with varied types of intellects and 
capacities, just as does the public university. It will receive 
students who vary even more widely in equally important 
parts of the make-up known as the heart and the conscience 
and the backbone. Like the public university, it will receive 
some students who are able to satisfy the entrance require- 
ments but who use up the last ounce of their surplus intelli- 
gence and will to do so. Like the public university, it will 
not receive some students who should have a college educa- 


tion but who are unable to obtain it because of personal 
problems, usually economic. 

The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teach- 
ing, in its now famous survey of education in the State of 
Pennsylvania, found that twenty-five per cent of the stu- 
dents who went on from high school to college were less 
qualified for matriculation than fifty per cent of the stu- 
dents who found it impossible to go on to college. The 
Foundation concludes: “Taken as a group, the high school 
pupils who go to college exhibit a superior average, but that 
fact takes no account of the able and often brilliant young 
minds that are left behind because they cannot pay college 
bills. And it does not make the situation less distressing for 
such students to know that at the other end of the scale the 
college is accepting a large group who, even though they 
may pay full tuition, are still a drain on that surplus expen- 
diture that a college incurs over and above what any student 
returns to it. In other words, both state subsidies and the 
income from endowments are today flowing in large amounts 
to individuals who might be replaced by more appropriate 
intellectual investments.” 

Here, it seems to me, is indicated one of the major respon- 
sibilities of the university of the future, namely, to see that 
the money it spends, over and above tuition fees or inci- 
dental fees, goes toward the education of the most worthy 
candidates in each generation. Ours is a republican form of 
government which depends for its success on the intelligence 
and the knowledge of a majority of its voting citizens. The 
degree to wnich the intellectual capacity of each generation 
is utilized, through supplying the facts that are the tools of 
thought, and through encouraging rational thinking and 
sound judgments, will be a basic criterion of the success of 
democracy in its present and future struggle to maintain 
itself against authoritarian forms of government. The intel- 
ligence of the citizenry of a nation is a natural resource 
which transcends in importance all other natural resources. 
It is a natural resource with the peculiar virtue of being best 
conserved by unlimited use. We may condone the waste of 
many natural resources on the ground that science will find 
a substitute that is just as good. But intelligence is unique, 
and though science search diligently it will never find a 
substitute for it, nor will Hitler or Mussolini, neither Stalin 
nor the War Lords of Japan. 

Universities, public and private both, are, in the last anal- 
ysis, not merely training schools for the professions, or fin- 
ishing schools for gentlemen; they are conservators of the 
above-average intelligence of the nation. The implications 
of that responsibility universities have only just begun to 
visualize. Every conservation program must proceed along 
two lines: It must safeguard the known reserves of a given 
resource, and it must also, through exploration and every 
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other means, make determined efforts to ascertain accurately 
the further supplies of that natural resource. Heretofore, 
we have contended ourselves with estimating our reserves of 
intelligence on three bases: (1) the number of young men 
and women applying for entrance to the colleges and uni- 
versities of America; (2) the number able to satisfy entrance 
requirements; and (3) the number finally graduated. As 
these numbers have increased, many individuals have ex- 
pressed grave doubts whether we were continuing to tap 
the same high quality of intelligence that colleges and uni- 
versities drew upon a generation or two ago. Some of these 
earnest gentlemen remind me of those others who annually 
predict the exhaustion of the world’s petroleum resources, 
and prophesy that shortly we shall be seeking to recover oil 
from low-grade shales on the surface of the earth rather 
than from the rich reservoirs far beneath its surface. “These 
predictions and prophesies have been overwhelmed tirne and 
time again by additional discoveries. ‘They were false pre- 
dictions not because of faulty mathematics, but because of 
incomplete data. 

The same difficulty confronts us with respect to what I 
have designated as our most important natural resource, 
human intelligence. We don’t know how much intelligence 
the citizenry of this nation is capable of producing. We pay 
little attention to intelligence unless it forces itself to the 
surface and trickles into a college or university by force of 
gravity. If it happens to come to the surface in a back- 
woods area or a rural district, where the process of trickling 
down to college is made difficult by distance and by lack of 
funds, the chances are that the trickle will sink into the 
earth again, “unwept, unhonored, and unsung,”—unless, of 
course, it happens to be one of the fastest running, highest 
jumping, or trickiest trickles on the track, court, or gridiron. 

I am perhaps exaggerating our present situation for pur- 
poses of emphasis. Universities are not completely neglect- 
ing their responsibilities for the recruiting of intelligence or 
entirely depending on volunteers from the ranks of those 
who think they have intelligence. Ove the course of years 
every great college and university has steadily built up funds 
tor the support of scholarships to be awarded to those whose 
intelligence and general societal usefulness might otherwise 
be wasted. But none has attempted to solve the problem 
in a fundamental way by joining with other institutions in 
the same area, in an effort to seek out all of the most prom- 
ising young men and women in each high school graduating 
class, and to see what opportunities are afforded them to 
continue their educations in the college or university best 
suited to their interests and talents. I am not implying 
that the whole burden should be carried by colleges and uni- 
versities, because the greatest beneficiary from an educated 
citizenry is society. The individual, and his family, are also 
beneficiaries. And for the normal young man or woman the 
necessity of having to work a reasonable number of hours 
each week is one of the best stimulants to full development 
that I know. A little hard work for the purpose of self- 
support is just as important in the life of a young person 
as a reasonable amount of vitamins in the diet. Too much 
of either is bad; too little may be worse. 

The private university is, perhaps, more handicapped in 
doing its full share toward meeting the problem of con- 
serving intelligence than is the public university. It must 
derive a fair proportion of its annual budget from fees paid 
by its students. To bring its services within reach of a 
meritorious student who is without resources of any kind 
requires that it pay not only part of the student’s living 
expenses, but also his tuition fee, or at least that it lend him 
money for that purpose to be repaid years later. Perhaps 
the private university should exact full payment for the 


privileges that it provides, not only to cover the cost of its 
annual operating expenses, but also to make possible further 
contributions toward the discharge of its responsibility as a 
conservator of intellectual resources. It is sometimes diffi- 
cult to separate those who are barely promising enough to 
he admitted to a university from those who are not quite 
promising enough to justify admission. These borderline 
cases may often derive considerable benefit from college at- 
tendance, but they do so only at the cost of extra effort by 
the teaching staff and, perhaps, obstruction of other students. 
Would it not be fair to ask them to pay more for the privi- 
lege? Tuition fees might be charged in accordance with a 
sliding scale rather than a flat rate; and money derived from 
those who pay the higher fees could go toward encouraging 
the entrance of those who may have means to pay only part 
of the fee or even those who can pay no fee at all. Some 
health insurance groups accept new policy holders without 
regard to bodily fitness, provided that each applicant brings 
in seven other applicants at the same time. In other words, 
they will accept a poor risk if, through his own efforts, he 
brings in good risks. 

This potential source of income, unfortunately, is not 
available to the public university; so I offer the idea for 
general use. But the public university must find other ways 
of discharging its responsibility for the conservation of intel- 
ligence. It must promote public acceptance of the obvious 
fact that the full value of the millions of tax dollars which 
are now being invested in education will not be realized 
until additional positive steps are taken to equalize the eco- 
nomic burden carried by parents of the outstanding young 
men and women of each generation. It must bring public 
pressure to bear on the development of a state-wide system 
of selecting and encouraging these outstanding young men 
and women in their efforts to fit themselves for effective 
citizenship. 

In giving much of my time this morning to the problem 
of finding and encouraging the potential intelligence of the 
nation, | would not leave you with the impression that there 
is nothing more to the problem of conservation that I have 
outlined. What the colleges and universities do with this 
potential intelligence after it comes into their hands is hardly 
less important, but this phase of the problem receives a great 
deal of attention, not only from educators, but also from 
thousands of self-appointed critics who know what a uni- 
versity should be, either because they once went to one, or 
because, not having gone to one, they have an impartial and 
objective point of view. In part the activities of these critics 
are justified, for universities give up traditional practices 
with reluctance. Yet subjects and curricula are changing, 
slowly but surely, to meet the problem of educating an ever 
higher percentage of the youth of the country. Attempts 
are being made to serve, besides the intellectual type of indi- 
vidual in which the university is interested, other types of 
young men and women who can help to build the backbone 
of this nation. 

Junior colleges have been established and have increased 
in number. Normal schools have been converted into State 
Colleges to offer a different type of student. Various tech- 
nical colleges are being proposed to fill in a reputed gap in 
the educational system between the trade school program of 
the high school or junior college and the cultural and pro- 
fessional courses of the university. The universities cannot 
help but agree with the theory of these programs and the 
intention of their supporters. But it is their thankless task 
to insist as diplomatically as possible that the practices of 
these various schools remain in harmony with their theory, 
and that the value of the results be demonstrated. 

It is well to conserve not only the highest intelligence but 
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also average ability and manual skill by establishing schools 
without special academic entrance requirements for those 
who are not interested in, or not tempermentally suited to 
university-level training. But if those schools do not apply 
themselves to the purpose for which they were created, and if 
they accept all students without attempting to single out 
those who should go to a university, the result may be dis- 
astrous. It will be no less disastrous for them to fail to set 
a top limit on the talents of students they accept than it 
would be for a university to fail to set a bottom limit on its 
requirements for entrance. This lays another and important 
responsibility upon the modern educator, namely, to use more 
effectively those methods that are now available for the 
classification and differentiation of high school students, and 
to seek to perfect those methods further. 

The present world crisis puts special burdens on the uni- 
versity, especially the public university, with respect to the 
National Defense. But many of those burdens which we are 
now accepting because an emergency has brought them 
forcibly to our attention should be part of our continuing 
responsibility. I speak specifically of maintaining among our 
people an active and intelligent interest in the duties of 
American citizenship. National Defense is not just a mat- 
ter of tanks and guns and planes, or of pilots and sailors and 
soldiers. It is not just a matter of stopping an invasion. It 
is also the constant building and nurture of the faith of our 
people in an ideal and of their willingness to work for that 
ideal in peace as well as to fight for it in war. This respon- 
sibility is shared with other instrumentalities, but to educa- 
tion representative government entrusts its peculiarity. We 
have made mistakes. As President Dixon Ryan Fox of 
Union College recently said (School and Society, Novem- 
ber 11, 1939): “The greatest curse that has come upon us 
is a theory that we are all victims of something or other. 
A long-faced economist tells a young man that he is doomed 
to failure and misery unless the system is changed .. . 
security, it is said, must be a social and not at all a personal 
responsibility. A long-faced psychiatrist looks at the young 
man and bursts out crying. He is the victim of a hereditary 
taint; or he fell out of the cradle at the age of seven months 
and so cannot do mathematics; ... he is too desperately in 
love with his mother and hence will never lead a normal 


life, for which she should be blamed. . . . At a time when our 
whole idea of education . . . is being challenged throughout 
a great part of the civilized world, we need, as never before, 
to give our individual students standards of useful living, 
and to encourage the will to meet them.” 

In recent years this sophisticated dissatisfaction has be- 
come the popular American pose. We have magnified our 
own failures and minimized our successes to such an extreme 
that for a while it was a mark of ignorance for any young 
man or woman to refer to democracy publicly except to criti- 
rize it. Such an era may be one of rapid reform in a world 
at peace, but in a world of nations caught between victory 
and slavery it may also be one of rapid suicide. We are 
living in the most highly developed democracy on earth. If 
we can,t find within ourselves enthusiasm for this form of 
covernment, this way of life, to see that it has a fair chance 
of winning in the struggle for world acceptance, then the 
most glorious dream that has ever heartened the souls of 
men is but a dream after all. 

In the United States the only severe testing that democ- 
racy has undergone was the War between the States. 
Through the superb leadership of Abraham Lincoln the 
nation survived that crisis of union or disunion. No clear- 
eyed observer can fail to see that today not alone are exist- 
ing democracies being tested, but that also the very hope 
of future democracy for other peoples is being threatened. 
For a long time we of America have been lulled by the very 
richness and good fortune of our economic, geographic and 
other circumstances. For too long we have dallied while 
the enemy made ready, and even while the enemy has been 
striking down, one by one, other unprepared nations. De- 
mocracy, I believe, is indestructible, because it is of the essence 
of the invincible human spirit. But its blessing must be 
earned, and tended, and cherished, or they will wither and 
die, or be destroyed. 

So we must today gird ourselves afresh for neglected 
duties. People and universities, lovers of peace and skilled 
in the arts of peace, we must suffer the interruption of our 
normal work and turn to the arts and needs of war. Not 
that we choose war and reject peace, but because we are 
dedicated to the service of democracy and freedom. 


The New Wilderness 


THIS IS A HARD WORLD 


By GEORGE V. DENNY, JR., President, The Town Hall, Inc. 
Delivered at Commencement Exercises at Lafayette College, Easton, Pa., June 6, 1941 


N the depths of the depression about ten years ago, I 
returned to my native state of North Carolina and 
heard an old negro I had known who was very fond of 

using big words, talking to some of his friends about the 
status quo. After an exchange of greetings, I asked him if 
he knew what status quo meant, “Yessuh,” he said, “I 
sho does. It means de mess we is in.” 

For the past decade, yes, for the past quarter of a century, 
the status quo has been a pretty sorry mess, and generations 
of college men and women have been asking why. Little 
by little each succeeding generation makes its contribution 
to solving and creating the problems of the world, and it’s 
a moot question whether humanity has improved or not. 

The impact of science and the machine age upon our 
lives during the past twenty-five years has been greater than 


at any comparable period in our history. In terms of the 
impressions that dart in and out of our minds and our 
central nervous systems during a single day, we are living 
three or four times as long as our ancestors. Indeed there 
has never been a time in all of human history when it was 
possible for us to gain a greater knowledge of the world 
about us than it is today. Yet we have never been more 
bewildered and confused. What a curious paradox it is. 
We have practically abolished illiteracy, yet we have in- 
creased the volume of published filth, propaganda, and mis- 
information a thousandfold. We have conquered plagues 
and many dreaded diseases only to develop new and more 
perplexing ones. While some were working to prolong life, 
our merchants of death created more efficient methods of 
producing wholesale human slaughter, and now they are 
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using them. We fought a war to make the world safe for 
democracy, and begat a world bristling with dictatorships. 
With all of the miracles of modern science in our hands, 
only a fabulously expensive war seems able to abolish whole- 
sale poverty in the midst of plenty. And the end is not yet. 

It’s not an easy task to deliver a Commencement address 
in times like these. A world revolution is in progress and we 
appear to be in the grip of circumstances beyond our control. 
Every day we find it necessary to do things we don’t want 
to do because of something somebody else has done. Some 
of those somebodies are thousands of miles away while some 
of them are in our midst. We are not alone. 

When the early pioneers settled this country a hundred 
and fifty years ago, they voluntarily faced a wilderness of 
plains, rivers and mountains as they sought to carve out a 
destiny for themselves in a new land. Today we are pioneers 
in a new wilderness that has grown up around us. This 
wilderness consists of the unsolved social, economic and 
political problems of a laissez faire society. And it is not 
a static wilderness. Softly rolling hills have become impass- 
able mountain ranges; gentle streams have become torrential 
rivers whose flood waters threaten us with destruction; 
beautiful woods have been transformed into a jungle of 
twisted and impenetrable undergrowth, infested with chame- 
leon like serpents with deadly poison in their fangs. The 
cities we have built will not protect us from this wilderness, 
for its birds drop their destructive eggs like hailstones on 
the cities’ inhabitants. Again it is a fight for survival. If we 
would live, we must conquer this wilderness or, like other 
species which have inhabited this earth before us, we may 
face extinction. 

A friend of mine was chiding Mr. H. G. Wells when 
he was in this country last fall about being pessimistic in 
his book, “The Shape of Things to Come.” ‘Pessimistic, 
old chap?” said Mr. Wells, “Indeed not, I was exceedingly 
optimistic in that book. Why do you assume that man will 
continue to inhabit this earth? Other animals that did not 
use their brains became extinct. Why shouldn’t we?” Is it 
possible that the same species of man who achieved such 
greatness in conquering the world of matter about him 
through a wise use of his rational faculties, cannot apply 
these same faculties to save himself? It took us a long time 
to learn the validity of the scientific method in our approach 
to the problems of the physical world. Millions of men and 
women died as a result of superstitions and witchcraft be- 
fore science was accepted. Even today fragments of the old 
superstitions lurk in dark corners of the minds of other- 
wise enlightened men. 

The human mind is a very docile instrument. We may 
use it, if we will it, to enable us to become a forger, an 
embezzler, or a criminal of any kind. On the other hand, 
we may choose to use it for more constructive purposes. It 
may help us to become a great inventor, scientist, engineer, 
artist, or statesman. The same rational processes, differently 
applied, will make us a demon or a saint. Writing in 
The New York Times last month, Mr. Joseph C. Harsch 
of the Christian Science Monitor said of Hitler’s Propa- 
ganda Minister: “Goebbels is irreplaceable. He is the per- 
sonification of sheer intellect unfettered by principles, morals 
or scruples, devoted to the manipulation of mass psychology 
to any given end.” 

What shall it profit us then, to train the human race in 
the skills and techniques of modern science and place them 
indiscriminately in the hands of the scrupulous or unscrup- 
ulous alike? Such a course is only to lengthen the teeth 
and claws of the tiger. It is to return to the jungle with 
fiercer and more powerful weapons of destruction than be- 
fore. Does science deny any moral responsibility ? 


I was talking to Dr. Robert Hutchins of the University 
of Chicago on the train the other day, and he told me the 
story, which | had heard before, of certain students in one 
of his classes in Government who said that they saw no point 
in discussing good government or bad government as a moral 
question because they saw no distinction between good and 
evil. These young men had thoroughly rationalized them- 
selves into such a superior position that they were willing 
to place their finite capacities at the apex of the universe 
and, with their limited experience and observation, appraise 
the true nature of mankind. 

Among the things these young men had not learned was 
the fact that there are limits to the validity of the rational 
process. It works very well as a guide in a three dimensional 
world where time, space and matter can be observed by not 
one, but many men, and as a result of the observations of 
experts we have evolved a great body of law which has 
made it possible for us to construct great bridges and high- 
ways, skyscrapers, steamships and airplanes, and to encircle 
the globe in a fraction of a second on the waves of an un- 
fathomable something called ether. 

Slowly and laboriously this body of knowledge has been 
accumulated. And how was it accumulated? Not by using 
the mind to confirm our prejudices, not by disregarding 
those laws of physics or chemistry which were distasteful to 
us, not by shutting our eyes to the advances made by fellow 
scientists. This body of knowledge upon which modern 
civilization rests is based upon the observations of men and 
women who have learned to approach the unknown in a 
spirit of deep humility, with complete honesty and integrity 
of purpose. They had determined to search for truth. 

You have often heard the quotation: “Ye shall know the 
truth and the truth shall make you free.” But did you 
know that this statement is incomplete? If you will con- 
sult the eighth chapter of St. John, thirty-first and thirty- 
second verses, you will find that the whole sentence reads: 
“Then said Jesus to those Jews who believed in him, ‘If ye 
follow in my way, then are ye my disciples indeed; And ye 
shall know the truth and the truth shall make you free.’ ” 
Quite a different meaning from the first one, is it not? 

We understand perfectly when the coach tells us that 
we must follow in a certain way if we are to play on the 
football team. We know that we must follow in the way 
of the laws of mathematics and physics if we are to build 
great skyscrapers, airplanes and steamships. Yet we com- 
pletely overlook the fact that if we would find truth in life, 
and gain real freedom, we must subject ourselves to the 
disciplines of the laws of life. 

I shall not attempt a discourse upon the laws of life at 
this time, for I know you have learned many of them well 
in your work here and in your own experience. I hope to 
point out to you today some of the things that I have learned 
about the operation of these laws as they affect us here in 
America at this particular moment of history and how I 
think you can do something about the situation I have just 
described. 

First and foremost as we attempt to penetrate this new 
wilderness, we must learn something from our friends in the 
physical sciences. We must learn to look honestly and fear- 
lessly at both subject (ourselves) and object (the problems 
we have created). Let’s look first at ourselves. 

There is a good deal of loose talking about freedom, 
liberty and democracy today and people who are thoroughly 
unfamiliar with the origins of this government are fanning 
the air with bombastic phrases that have no real application 
whatsoever to the present crisis. Let us examine this phrase, 
“all men are created equal.” Does this mean that all men 
are equally endowed with talents to become great scientists, 
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Musicians, inventors or social philosophers? Does it mean 
that all men are endowed with equal talents as artists, sales- 
men, statesmen or machine tool workers? We live in a day 
of extreme specialization. How successful would be the 
extensive enterprises of the great General Motors Corpo- 
ration if Mr. Sloan suddenly decided to give all of his sales- 
men a turn at manufacturing his automobiles, refrigerators 
and radios, and made salesmen of his engineers, technicians 
and factory workers? I doubt if our biologists, psychologists 
and anthropologists would agree that for the purposes of 
operating a modern government in a modern world, all men 
are equally competent to pass judgment on all of the com- 
plex economic, social and political problems before us. Yet 
that is one of the suppositions made by loose thinking poli- 
ticians who tell every audience of American voters that in 
them rests all ultimate wisdom, and he, the politician, will 
do whatever they want him to do if they will just keep 
him in office. If this theory of government is right, why 
should we go to all the expense of electing senators and 
congressmen and maintaining them in their sumptuous 
quarters in Washington? Why not let Dr. George Gallup 
do the job? I am sure that he does a much more accurate 
job of sounding out public opinion, if that is all we want, 
and more nearly reflects the will of the people than the pres- 
sure group inspired letters to Congress and the White House. 

The day has passed when special interests attempt to get 
what they want by “owning” a congressman or a senator. 
Public opinion, or to be more accurate, articulate public 
opinion, is the most powerful force in the world today. 
Even the dictatorships make a mockery of democratic proc- 
esses by holding occasional elections and pretending that they 
are carrying out the popular will. However, they have been 
careful in advance to control all the sources of information 
and propaganda, so that the popular will reflects their will 
at the proper time. They have become so adept in this art 
that they literally hypnotize public opinion through their 
mass meetings and public demonstrations, and they have a 
most effective way of dealing with those who do not fall 
under the spell. 

Hermann Rauschning, a former associate of Hitler, quotes 
the Fuehrer as saying, “At a mass meeting thought is elim- 
inated. Because this is the state of mind I require, and be- 
cause it secures to me the best sounding board for my 
speeches, I order everyone to attend the meetings where they 
become part of the mass whether they like it or not. What 
you tell the people in a mass in a receptive state of fanatic 
devotion will remain like words received under a hypnotic 
influence, ineradicable and impervious to every reasonable 
explanation.” 

I wonder if those American pressure groups now using 
mass meetings as an attempt to influence their fellow Amer- 
icans realize the dangerous precedents they are following. 
It was through the mass meeting that Hitler rose to power. 
It was through the mass meeting that he hypnotized and 
gained the fanatical loyalty of his followers who now give 
him unquestioning obedience. Mussolini used mass meetings 
as a means of attaining absolute control over the Italian 
people. In the vast Soviet Union, mass meetings have long 
been used to maintan Stalin as a great popular leader. Of 
course a bit of liquidation of minority opinion on the side 
has also helped to maintain his popularity. 

I would be the last to advocate the suppression of mass 
meetings by the government, but it does seem to me that 
mass meetings in the hands of pressure groups at this critical 
hour constitute a tragic misuse of freedom of speech. Each 
group attracts only its own followers, who participate in an 
emotional experience which can serve only to intensify their 
prejudices, obstruct the processes of reason and promote in- 


tolerance of opposing views. Instead of appearing before 
different audiences, at different times, speaking only to the 
converted, would it not be a wiser use of freedom of speech 
for Mayor LaGuardia and Colonel Lindbergh (two 
authorities on aviation, by the way) to speak before the 
nation over the same radio network on the same night with- 
in the same hour period? In the presidential campaigns of 
1936 and 1940, we tried our best to get the candidates to 
do this and offered them the time, free of charge. Why 
wouldn’t they do it? Because we are still in the grip of 
mass meeting psychology. 

I think we should remember that freedom will destroy 
as readily as it will create. The free-flowing floods of the 
Mississippi and our other great rivers wrought havoc and 
destruction until they were brought under control. By the 
construction of dams and reservoirs we have created enor- 
mous power plants for our factories and transportation sys- 
tems and have immeasurably improved our general welfare. 

In similar fashion, freedom of speech may be used to 
incite to riot and revolution. But it may be used also as a 
means of enabling men to reason together about their difter- 
ences and to solve their common problems. This is what 
we are trying to do at Town Hall. We want to help to 
establish dams, or meeting places, at various points through- 
out America, where many streams of ideas may meet and in- 
termingle and, as they move through the turbines of orderly 
discussion, generate the power of an informed public opinion 
on which we must rely for the solution of our common 
problems. We call these dams “town halls,’’ and we are 
attempting now to recapture an institution used so effectively 
by those early pioneers as a means of conquering our new 
wilderness. 

I have spoken of the essential biological differences in 
men in relation to the business of modern government. I 
have called your attention to the fact that not everyone 
is equipped, by inclination or capacity, to deal with the com- 
plex social, economic and political problems we face today. 
This expresses itself rather clearly in a chart I frequently 
use which consists of three panels, two of equal size, with 
a smaller one half the size of the larger two in the middle. 
A survey of past national elections will indicate that never 
less than 40 per cent of the total vote has been cast for the 
defeated candidate of one of the two major parties. The 
two larger panels, then, represent the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties, each of which can count upon 40 per cent 
of the total vote no matter whom they nominate. The 20 
per cent in the smaller panel represent the independents, 
those who will swing from one party to the other, who hold 
the balance of power and can, if they use that power intelli- 
gently, exercise the greatest influence in the selection of 
candidates and issues. I think it is generally agreed that it 
was the effective activity of this independent group that 
secured Mr. Willkie’s nomination last June in Philadelphia. 

The point I wish to make is that the great majority of 
people prefer to follow party leadership, and are not es- 
sentially political philosophers. Yet the problems we face 
require political philosophers of character, integrity and rare 
ability. If an automobile manufacturer would not put his 
salesmen to work at manufacturing his cars, by what process 
of reasoning do we assume that the most effective orators 
are necessarily the wisest law makers? We have been 
choosing our political leaders on this basis for a long time 
but surely we realize now that we must apply other tests. 

Who will lead us through this new man-made wilderness ? 
No one man can do it unless, by our indifference, we force 
one to. And I am not speaking merely of the immediate 
future. I am referring to the long, hard pull of the next 
quarter of a century, when you will be shouldering your 
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responsibilities and we on this platform will be passing out 
of the picture. 

For the record, I want to say that I am convinced that 

as patriotic citizens of a great democracy facing the gravest 
crisis in its history since the Civil War, we should respond 
in spirit and in fact to the President’s proclamation of an 
unlimited national emergency and stand squarely behind the 
Government in its avowed purposes. Certainly this does not 
mean that we avoid all critical comment, but if we make it, 
it should be made in a spirit of constructive usefulness and 
not for partisan advantage. I am still puzzled to know 
what Colonel Lindbergh meant when he asked if it were 
not “time for us to turn to new policies and a new leader- 
ship.” 
. The leadership of which I am speaking today is a kind 
of leadership for which you and I are responsible, as citi- 
zens of a democracy, in our daily lives. There is an old 
Greek proverb which says that the strength of a city is in 
the virture of its citizens. An American businessman who 
also served in our national legislature said about a year ago, 
“We are the not-so-courageous sons of courageous fathers. 
Ours is the first generation in American life that refused 
even to try to struggle with its problems. . . . The capital- 
istic system in America would seem to be drawing to a close. 
No foreign enemy is destroying it. We Americans are de- 
stroying it because we have become so soft, so selfish and 
so weak that we refuse to face our problems.” If this be 
true, then we had better make peace with the Nazis at once 
and accept our Fuehrer. But I do not believe that the 
sons of those who conquered the old wilderness have be- 
come so weak, so soft and so decadent that they will be 
conquered by the new wilderness. 

I do not believe that you expect easy pleasantries from me 
today. If I indulged in them you would know that I was 
lying. It is a hard world into which you are going, and 
some of you may fall by the wayside. But if you are tempted 
to excuse yourself from any of the responsibilities that come 
your way, remember that you have been prepared for leader- 
ship in whatever field you have chosen. Only two per cent 
of our population are college graduates, which puts you in 
the top class. 

Many of you will be leaving here today and some of you 
will be taking up your first jobs soon. Doubtless a large 
number of you will find your way into the military service 
of your country. Some of you will consider this as an in- 
terruption in your careers, while others will regard it as an 
opportunity to render a high patriotic service. Again let me 
remind you that these are not events of our choosing, no 
more than the Greeks at Thermopylae or Thrace chose to 
interrupt their peaceful pursuits and do battle with the 
Nazi hordes. The wilderness is closing in on us and we must 
conquer or be conquered by it. 

I have been in educational work now for more than 
fifteen years, and I have heard many definitions of edu- 
cation, but the best I have ever heard was one given by 
my old military school superintendent back in 1918. He 
used to say: “Gentlemen, I define education in two words: 
learning responsibility.” I wouldn’t take anything for my 
six years of military training where I learned to cooperate 
with my fellowmen as a buck private, a sergeant, a captain 
and a battalion commander. With all its faults, the military 
service is one of the best training grounds I know of for 
the development of character and discipline. We Americans 
do not take easily to discipline of any kind, least of all 
self discipline, but that is what your generation will have to 
exercise if it does not wish to submit to the discipline of a 
super state. 

Consider how gradually we have slipped away from the 


discipline nature provided when we were largely a rural 
nation and had to submit to the stern orders of the changing 
seasons, of flood and drouth, of sunshine and rain. Some 
of you have come from farms and have accustomed your- 
selves to these disciplines. You know what it means to get 
up at dawn and feed the stock and milk the cows. You 
know when a field has to be plowed and when the crops 
must be harvested. You know what failure to do these things 
at the right time means. 

Also you know what cooperation means. Every summer 
as a boy, I used to work on my uncle’s farm and would ex- 
change labor with our neighbors in getting in the crops. 
When a tobacco barn burned down and we had to build a 
new one, my uncle bought a couple of gallons of whiskey, 
killed a couple of pigs for barbecue, invited the neighbors 
to a “barn raising” and we finished it in two days. There 
we could see our interdependence, and we could see that co- 
operation was wise. Have you ever noticed how much better 
people stick together as families and friends if they face 
difficulties and hardships together ? 

But in this complex, artificial civilization we have built 
up, things are different. The young man wants a job at a 
good salary with nice surroundings. He wants some firm 
to take him in and pay him for his services. He wants to 
get married. The business organization is so large and 
complex, he is. unable to see his direct relationship to the 
productive capacity of the business, unless perhaps he is a 
salesman. And who wants to start out on a commission 
basis in these days? That is too precarious. We all want 
security. We want steady incomes. We want unemployment 
insurance, old age pensions and group life insurance. In 
short, we want security in the midst of a world revolution! 
While we spend billions of dollars of borrowed money, labor 
and capital alike, demand high wages, profits and security. 
Some of us are going to feel pretty sheepish when we look 
back on the past eighteen months five years from now. 

Five years from now, you will have begun to have your 
part in shaping our destiny. Five years from now, let us 
hope that we will all be saner and wiser men. Five years 
from now, you will have made some contribution to the 
solution of our problems, or by your actions, you may have 
complicated them further. 

May I say to you quite frankly that it seems to me the 
best contribution you can possibly make to the country and to 
humanity in this hour of need is to set forth into this world 
tomorrow, no, today, with the firm resolve to meet every 
problem you face in life with the same honesty and integrity 
that was required of you in your studies here. Honesty and 
integrity are not “childish things” that are to be put away 
now that you have become men. These are the foundation 
stones of civilization. You know what they mean in the 
world of scholarship. They are just as essential in the 
world of affairs. Deep down we are all sick of hypocrisy, 
sick of dishonesty, sick of chiselers. What this world needs 
now more than anything else is men of intellect, character 
and ability, who have faith in the inherent power of right 
and truth, and the courage to hold steadfastly to their faith 
and their ideals in the face of every situation. If Hitler 
and Mussolini can inspire millions of young men to die 
for the ideals of a super state that ruthlessly murders and 
persecutes helpless minorities, stifles and devitalizes all the 
finer instincts of human spirit, and unleashes a veritable in- 
ferno to destroy the lives of innocent women and children, 
then can we not find leaders in America to inspire our 
people with a consuming passion for justice and right, with 
a firm determination to preserve a system of government 
where human personality is respected, where the ideals of 
true freedom and liberty may be advanced? When our 
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forefathers endured cold and starvation at Valley Forge, 
they did not do it that we might grow fat and soft, wallow- 
ing in the luxuries of a decadent machine age. They were 
fighting for freedom from oppression, freedom from in- 
justice, freedom from exploitation. 

It is well to remember at this time that the record of 
man’s habitation on this Earth is one series of revolutions 
after another—revolutions brought on because men in posi- 
tions of power and influence did not have the vision or 
courage to right the wrongs of the status quo. They did not 
recognize one of the most fundamental laws of life: the law 
of change. “Where vision fails, the people perish,” said 
the prophet. I hope that the full meaning of the brief poem 
I am about to read will be clear to you. It seems to sum up 
what I have been trying to say. It is called “Destiny,” with 
a question mark: 


The Worth 





















Whence blows this world-engulfing storm 
With millions ranged in battle form? 
Why do we fight, why do we kill? 
Is this a destiny we fulfill? 
Is not man the master here? 
What evil force invades his sphere? 
Why does confusion reign supreme 
When ordered peace is man’s great dream— 
A peace that is just, a peace that is fair 
Made for a world that all men share? 
Can man achieve his heart’s desire 
If Truth be not his guiding fire? 
As darkness fades in light of sun, 
So Evil yields to Justice done. 
And peace will reign where warriors ¢rod, 
When man shall turn again to God. 


of Our Past 


CIVILIZATION OUR BUSINESS 


By FELIX FRANKFURTER, Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States 
Commencement address at Radcliffe College, Cambridge, Mass., June 18, 1941 


than local festivities touching only on the interests 

of local college communities. They have become a 
national occasion to celebrate and fortify the national spirit. 
In the recent past this great event in the lives of young men 
and young women was a symbol of hope in youth. The 
generations mingled to take heart, one with another, to 
promote the promises that lay ahead. But never before, I 
believe, have college Commencements been so appropriate to 
the times, nor so symbolic of all that we hold dear. For 
events compel us to reconsider the significance of our history. 

Circumstances which even the most ostrich-like can no 
longer disregard, challenge the worth of our past, the validity 
of the faith that founded this nation, and our power to 
vindicate it. This issue concerns the very basis of our history 
and the underpinning of our civilization. Of this view of 
our life and of the means for its pursuit an institution like 
Radcliffe is the most emphatic expression. For our colleges 
and universities are the distinctive product of what we cher- 
ish as western civilization. They shelter and bring to fruit 
the purposes which must again be the ideals and the pur- 
suit of the whole world if civilization is to maintain itself. 
The human spirit cannot here have that security and serenity 
essential to its dignity and achievement while the soul of 
man is everywhere else enclosed. 

Thomas Jefferson understood this fully. And the epitaph 
which Jefferson wrote for himself cannot be recalled too 
often. Here was a man who held all the high offices of 
state. Yet when he came to commend himself to posterity, 
this is how he wished to be remembered: 


Here was buried Thomas Jefferson, 
Author of the Declaration of Independence. 
Of the Statue of Virginia for Religious Freedom, 
And Father of the University of Virginia. 


In that epitaph Jefferson made clear the relation of Rad- 
cliffe College and every other college and university in the 
land to the awful issue that now confronts the world. 
Man is without dignity unless he has freedom. And there 
cannot be freedom without the right to pursue truth. The 
university which Jefferson founded in Virginia and the uni- 


Onzr- Commencements have long been more 


versity which the builders of Massachusetts founded more 
than 200 years before, almost contemporaneously with the 
establishment of the colony, and all the other institutions of 
learning throughout the country are the special instruments 
for the unremitting pursuit of truth. You therefore represent 
to a peculiar degree of trusteeship of civilization. 

Just as colleges as we know them are at once the fruit 
and the necessary condition of a civilized society, so de- 
mocracy is its indispensable political expression. Democracy 
is neither a mystical abstraction nor a mechanical gadget. In 
the long course of human experience it has proven. itself 
the only form of social arrangement which adequately re- 
spects, and by so doing helps to unfold the richness of human 
diversity. All the devices of political machinery—votes and 
parties and parliaments—are merely instruments to enable 
men to live with one another, with full respect for one 
another, under conditions eliciting the maximum gifts of 
each for the amplest enjoyment of all. 

Colleges and universities are the recognized guardians of 
the life of reason. Democracy furnishes the political frame- 
work within which alone reason can thrive most imag- 
inatively on the widest scale—least hampered by the acci- 
dents of personal antecedents and most regardful of the 
intrinsic qualities in man. Nature herself is democratic in 
that she plants gifts and graces in ways that defy the de- 
visings of all of man’s artifices. Therefore, we must have 
political institutions which allow these mysterious gifts and 
graces their fullest outlet. 

Until recently men were either too shy or too cynical to 
talk about these great simple themes. The pace of material 
development not only preoccupied the energies of men; it 
overawed their thought. The deficiencies of democracy be- 
came a favorite jibe of the worldly wise. And thus the faith 
that gave us birth and has maintained us was subtly under- 
mined. Even those from whom better things were to be 
expected erected impatience with Congress into a political 
philosophy. A certain university president in the Bablyonian 
twenties added his voice to the chorus urging the elimination 
of politics and gleefully reported that his students were turn- 
ing away from sociological studies. 
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CIVILIZATION Our BUSINESS 


It seemed: strange then and it seems appalling now that 
men should forget that politics is the free exchange of 
opinion regarding the wisest policy for the life of a society, 
and as such is the essence of a free people. These men for- 
got that in the last analysis we are governed either through 
talk or through force. Now at least they must realize that 
a dictatorship means precisely the prohibition of politics. So 
completely were the governing minds of America under the 
powerful illusions of materialism during this era that a 
President of the United States could say that “the business 
of America is business” and believe he was uttering a truism. 

The business of America is civilization. Our professed 
realists had lost sight of the wisdom of the most hard-headed 
political realist of the 19th Century. It was Bismarck who 
gave currency to the term “imponderable,” for he, however 
unsympathetically, was alive to those spiritual needs of man 
which are the ultimate forces of an enduring society. The 
things not made by hand nor seen by eye are the things that 
rule. Beauty and truth, reason and justice—these unattain- 
able but ever to be striven for longings of men are now 
seen to be man’s most indispensable needs. By these needs 
the most gifted and the humblest are bound into a common 
brotherhood. I am unashamed to speak of these longings of 
mind and heart today. They are the only themes worthy 
of your concern, 

‘These needs are so immediate that we take their satisfac- 
tion for granted until we are threatened with their denial. 
And the imagination is so narrow that too many of us are 
blind to threats that are wrapped in euphemisms. To ac- 
claim the worth of democracy is not to deny the inadequacies 
and injustices of our society. It is merely to insist that in 
striving for the better we should not discard the good. The 
ultimate justification of democracy is that it affords the only 
opportunity for continuous social improvement. 

What we have already achieved, what is ours to preserve 
and to defend, has been set out in words by one of the finest 
spirits of our time. It is the utterance of a great historian 
who has lived and not merely written about those aspirations 
of men which have found immortal expression in the Dec- 
laration of Independence, the French Rights of Man, and 
the Gettysburg Address. 

What I am about to read was meant only for my eyes, 
but I am taking the liberty without his permission to read 
from a letter written by someone you all know who, in the 
autumn of his life became an American citizen of his own 
free choice. 

‘There is in this country”, he wrote, “a wider area 
of generosity than in any other country—at least in 
Europe. It is this feeling that one is at home here that 
conquers you little by little. And one fine day you feel 
that you are no longer an exile but a citizen in your own 
country. When I took my oath I felt that really 1 was 
performing a grand function. I was throwing away not 
my intellectual and moral but my juristic past. I threw 
it away without any regret. The Ethiopian war, the rape 
of Albania, the Spanish crime, and this last idiotic crime, 
had really broken my connection with sovereigns, poten- 
tates, and all those ugly things which are enumerated in the 
formula of the oath. It is a wonderful formula. Your 
pledges are only juridical and political. You are asked 
to sever your connection with the government of your 
former country, not with the people and the civilization 
of your former country. And you are asked to give al- 
legiance to the Constitution of your adopted country, that 
is, to an ideal of life. 


“Thus I took my oath with a joyous heart, and I am 
sure I will keep it with the whole of my heart as long 
as I am alive.” 


FREEDOM NeEEps EFFortT 


Democracy, so conceived as the means by which men can 
best find his own good, is a subject for interchange of views 
and humble seaching of hearts. The old convention of 
utilizing an occasion like this for uttering homilies and 
pronouncements of policy now seems as impertinent as it was 
futile. A Commencement is really a common confessional. 
But the old should no more abdicate their experience than 
the young their ardor. Merely because you are young, you 
are not necessarily wise. Ner is Miss Cumstock, because she 
is older, necessarily un-understanding. 

We are enlisted, old and young, in a common enterprise— 
the bold experiment of freedom. It involves the most exact- 
ing collaborative effort. It demands the exercise of reason 
on the largest scale and self-discipline of the highest order. 
For it places ultimate faith for the achievement of the com- 
mon good in the responsibility of the individual. 

We are thus engaged in the most difficult of all arts, the 
art of living together in a gracious society. For this it is 
not enough to be literate; it is not even enough to the 
literary. Mr. Justice Holmes used to speak of the days pre- 
ceding the Civil War when the eminent men of his father’s 
circle indulged in “tall talk” and averted their minds from 
grim reality. The issues presented by slavery could not be 
settled by denying them; iridescent phrases cannot make the 
most ancient of tyrannies into a “new order.” While man- 
kind is literate as never before, the environment for reason 
is least congenial. 

Ours is a civilization of hubbub where raucous voices 
drown out the still, small voice of reason. We want to get 
rich quick morally and intellectually. We resort to short 
cuts and easy ways. But there is no short cut to reason, 
no Ersatz for morality. The mechanical triumphs of the 
machine age cannot be transferred to the workings of 
democ-acy. All evasions of hard thinking are self-defeating. 

One of the most paralyzing evasions of thought is vhat 
Lincoln called “pernicious abstractions.” Post-war teaching 
greatly suffered from them, and to them much of our recent 
bewilderment is attributable. This is not the occasion for 
didactic exposition. An example or two must suffice. 

One of the most current of these evasions of thought is 
that “war never settles anything.” The Civil War settled 
slavery. This war will settle the quality of your lives and 
your children’s lives. It simply is not true that war never 
settles anything. I respect the convictions of a conscientious 
objector to war and I believe I understand the philosophy 
underlying Gandhi's nonresistance. But the relentless choice 
events may force on every individual cannot be met by such 
a fair-sounding pernicious abstractions as that ‘war never 
settles anything.” 


CONFLUENCE OF PEOPLES 


Another favorite drug for the mind is the claim that a 
country at war is already under dictatorship. Democracy 
in this country has expanded despite four wars. And only 
those unfamiliar with what has taken place in Great Britain 
since September, 1939, will deny that England is more 
democratic today than she has ever been. By that I mean 
very specifically that her present government is more re- 
sponsive to the common will of her people, although to be 
sure that will has imposed self-restraint not required in 
times of peace. 

I recommend to any doubter of the alertness of British 
democracy a reading of the debates in the House of Com- 
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mons since this war began. What is more heartening, with 
the enemy at the gates, than to find the government pro- 
posing measures for the public security and, after free dis- 
cussion, to have the representatives of the people rejecting 
or modifying them in the interest of “the liberty of the 
subject.” 

Life is an act of faith. Whatever destiny awaits you, 
the ultimate question for each to decide is to what unseen 
powers and to what dimly defined ends we dedicate our 
lives. The United States has a special destiny because a 
unique fact gives it moral cohesion. This is the only country 
without a racially homogeneous population rooted to a par- 
ticular soil. We represent a confluence of peoples who de- 
rive their bond of union from their common, intrinsic human 
qualities. This is your heritage. And in the confidence that 
you will maintain it, this nation was founded. 

In days of trial and tribulation we go for sustenance to 
those few whose compassionate hearts and courageous minds 
lighted the way through past ordeals. Thus it is that Lincoln 
today lives perhaps more vividly than when he walked among 
men. A great man’s wisdom is always contemporaneous. In 


























addressing the Congress of the United States on Dec. 1, 
1862, Loncoln was immediately concerned with the prob- 
lems of slavery. But the view of life which infused his ut- 
terance is just as relevant to the issue of freedom that now 
challenges the world. Familiar though these words may be, 
I make no apology for bidding you Godspeed with them: 


“The dogmas of the quiet past are inadequate to the 
stormy present. The occasion is piled high with difficulty, 
and we must rise with the occasion. As our case is new, 
so we must think anew and act anew. We must disenthrall 
ourselves, and then we shall save our country. 

“Fellow-citizens, we can not escape history.—No per- 
sonal significance or insignificance can spare one or 
another of us. The fiery trial through which we pass 
will light us down in honor or dishonor to the latest 
generation. We say we are for the Union. The world 
will not forget that we say this. We, even we here, hold 
the power and bear the responsibility. In giving freedom 
to the slave we assure freedom to the free—honorable 
alike in what we give and what we preserve. We shall 
nobly save or meanly lose the last best hope of earth.” 


We Shall Defend Our Ideals 


THE KIND OF LOYALTY NECESSARY 


By CHARLES SEYMOUR, President of Yale University 
Baccalaureate Address, June 15, 1941 


YEAR ago I spoke to the graduating class in this hall 

upon the power that comes from faith in an ideal. It 

was a moment when the mind of the Western World 
was shaken by the sudden and complete overthrow of the 
French armies. Military and political developments which 
had previously been scouted as fantastic impossibilities were 
brought, within a few short weeks, into the circle of active 
probability. An international revolution had been inaugu- 
rated, and one which, if successful, must vitally affect the 
maintenance of ideals to which our own nation is conse- 
crated. Today, when the external threat to the safety of 
those ideals has become even more obvious and perhaps more 
immediate, my purpose is to consider the qualities that must 
underlie the decisions we make, as we face that threat; and 
especially the kind of loyalty that is necessary to implement 
our faith in American ideals and is essential to their defense. 
For in one way or another, regardless of the course of events, 
we shall defend them. 

I have chosen a few passages from scripture and elsewhere 
to illustrate these qualities. The first, which might serve as 
a comprehensive text, deals with a story as dramatic as any 
in the Old Testament, perhaps in all ancient literature. You 
will remember the image of gold set up by King Nebuchad- 
nezzar and his command that at its dedication, when a vast 
variety of musical instruments sounded, every person should 
fall down and worship the image, on pain of being thrown 
into a furnace of fire. Three captive Jews refused. The 
King, in rage and fury, called them into his presence, granted 
them a second opportunity, but threatened “if ye worship 
not ye shall be cast the same hour into the midst of a burning 
fiery furnace; and who is that God that shall deliver you 
out of my hands? Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego 
answered and said to the King, O Nebuchadnezzar, we are 
not careful to answer thee in this matter. If it be so, our 
God whom we serve is able to deliver us from the burning 
fiery furnace, and he will deliver us out of thine hands, O 


King. But if not, be it known unto thee, O King, that we 
will not serve thy gods, nor worship the golden image which 
thou hast set up.” 

No blood is so slow as not to be stirred by this reply. Con- 
sider the quality of loyalty to faith expressed by the three 
young men, captive and helpless and facing immediate de- 
struction in the most horrible pain. There was no mis- 
taking the determination of the King, no question as to the 
reality of the fire in the furnace; we read later that “‘be- 
cause the King’s commandment was urgent and the furnace 
exceeding hot” the flame of the fire slew even the servants 
who brought the prisoners to it. Their reply to Nebuchad- 
nezzar breathes a sublime courage. But there was more 
than courage that inspired their ‘oyalty. They saw not 
merely the fire, but looked beyond to recognize a power which 
was able to save them; a power in any event superior to the 
vivid reality in front of them, and one to which regardless 
of consequence they would not prove disloyal. They had a 
vision of an eternal principle, outlasting the fire, to which 
they would attach themselves. 

Let me read another passage from the Old Testament. 
In the wars between Syria and Israel the prophet Elisha 
became something of a thorn in the side of the King of 
Syria, since because of his rather special powers he could 
foretell the strategical movements of the Syrian army, and 
he proceeded to warn the King of Israel of them. The King 
of Syria, not unreasonably irritated, organized a special ex- 
pedition to capture the prophet. “Go spy where he is that I 
may send and fetch him. And it was told him, saying, Be- 
hold he is in Dothan. Therefore sent he thither horses and 
chariots and a great host: and they came by night, and com- 
passed the city about. And when the servant of the man of 
God was risen early and gone forth, behold an host compassed 
the city both with horses and chariots. And his servant said 
unto him, Alas my master how shall we do? And he an- 
swered Fear not: for they that be with us are more than 
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they that be with them. And Elisha prayed and said Lord, 
I pray thee open his eyes that he may see. And the Lord 
opened the eyes of the young man; and he saw: and behold 
the mountain was full of horses and chariots of fire round 
about Elisha.” 

The particular events that followed this incident, brought 
complete blindness upon the Syrian army, and led to its 
capture may or may not appear credible to historical schol- 
ars. But it is precisely such faith in the incredible that 
solidifies loyalty and ultimately transforms the impossible into 
the actual. The old prophet’s servant, honest but short- 
sighted, is looking at realities, a narrow range of immediate 
facts beyond whch he cannot see. He is frightened, thinks 
merely in terms of the supposed material superiority of the 
enemy’s side. In his timidity, his false standards of measure- 
ment, his lack of complete information, he cries out, “Alas 
: how shall we do?” He is ready to give up. The 
prophet discerns the moral and the spiritual values opposed 
to the material forces involved; he sees the chariots of fire, 
the ministering angels that bring the spiritual aid the young 
materialist does not dream of. “They that be with us are 
more than they that be with them. . . Lord open his 
eyes that he may see.” 

Effective loyalty must be inspired and strengthened by a 
capacity to see beyond the material facts which surround us. 
Otherwise it can never survive the inevitable mutations and 
transformations of those material things. The so-called 
realist is imprisoned by that which is immediately about him. 
‘Those surroundings may be tangible, hard, apparently incon- 
trovertible, but nothing is more certain than that they are 
impermanent. “The things which are seen,” wrote St. Paul, 
“are temporal; but the things which are not seen are eternal.” 
‘Thus the realist, as he terms himself, is by necessity an op- 
portunist; he must shape his course by shifting circumstance, 
he must live by the best guess as to what will happen next 
month or next year; he foregoes the power that comes from 
reliance upon immutable principle. 

It is the capacity to look beyond the immediate difficul- 
ties and ranges of a situation that explains the power of 
those men who have manifested complete loyalty to a prin- 
ciple. This is the promise that Christ gives his followers. 
When James and John came to Jesus asking that they might 
sit on his either side in the Kingdom of Heaven, he replied, 
“Ye know not what ye ask; can ve drink of the cup that 
I drink of and be baptized with the baptism that I am bap- 
tized with? And they said unto him, We can. And Jesus 
said unto them, Ye shall indeed drink of the cup that I 
drink of and with the baptism that I am baptized withal 
shall ve be baptized.” This strength he guaranteed. “Are 
2?” “We are able... .” “Ye shall. . 6 

History is filled with apparent miracles achieved by men 
who in the face of impossible odds held loyal to their basic 
principles of life, looking beyond the immediate present and 
revardless of contemporary scepticism. Consider the “in- 
credible” things in which the great inventors have believed, 
the “impossibilities” which the scientists have created, the 
“miracles” that have occurred upon our own athletic fields. 

This power is none the less effective because it does not 
necessarily guarantee that the particular aspiration will be 
fulfilled. Jesus promised his disciples spiritual power but he 
refused to promise them the achievement of their ambitious 
desire. “To sit on my right hand and on my left hand is 
not mine to give; but it shall be given to them for which it 
is prepared.” There is no absolute assurance of safety or of 
material success. The loyal man will recognize the peril that 
will attend his course and the chance of material failure; 
but he will balance that chance against the consequence of 
dislovalty. 


ve able ° 


You will remember how in the “Pilgrim’s Progress” 
Christian clambered up the steep slope of the hill Difficulty. 
‘“‘Now when he was got up to the top of the hill, there 
came two men running to meet him amain; the name of 
the one was Timorous, and of the other Mistrust; to whom 
Christian said, Sirs, what’s the matter? You run the wrong 
way. Timorous answered that they were going to the City 
of Zion, and had got up that difficult place; but, said he, 
the further we go, the more danger we meet with; where- 
fore we turned, and are going back again. Yes, said Mis- 
trust, for just before us lie a couple of lions in the way, 
whether sleeping or waking we know not, and we could not 
think, if we came within reach, but that they would presently 
pull us in pieces. Then said Christian, You make me afraid 
but whither shall I fly to be safe? If I go back to mine own 
country that is prepared for fire and brimstone, and I shall 
certainly perish there. If I can get to the Celestial City, I 
am sure to be in safety there. I must venture. To go back 
is nothing but death; to go forward is fear of death, and life 
everlasting beyond. I will yet go forward. So Mistrust and 
Timorous ran down the hill, and Christian went on his way.” 

So also, in the case of the captives who refused the com- 
mands of King Nebuchadnezzar. They had no guarantee 
that God would save them. They had faith that he would. 
But if it turned out otherwise, nevertheless they would re- 
main loyal to him. “Our God whom we serve is able to 
deliver us. . . If it be so . . . he will deliver us out of 
thine hands. . But if not, be it known unto thee, O King, 
that we will not serve thy gods. ” They had con- 
sidered the price they might have to pay for loyalty; their eyes 
were open; they were willing to meet the cost. 

I repeat, their eyes were open; for it must not be assumed 
that the loyalty we have in mind is a blind devotion, unin- 
spired by the qualities that characterize the more highly civil- 
ized man. Loyalty not merely looks beyond its temporal 
surroundings, but assesses with intelligence the nature of 
those very surroundings; it must be ready to transform con- 
viction into action; and it must recognize the social respon- 
sibilities inherent in the relations of citizenship. There is 
another passage in the “Pilgrim’s Progress” with which I 
wish the American people might have been more familiar dur- 
ing the course of the past decade or even today. Bunyan re- 
lates how Christian left the Interpreter’s House: “I saw 
then in my dream that he went on thus, even until he came 
at a bottom, where he saw, a little out of the way, three 
men fast asleep, with fetters upon their heels. The name of 
the one was Simple, another Sloth, and the third Presumption. 
Christian seeing them lie in this case, went to them, if per- 
adventure he might awaken them and cried, Ye are like 
them that sleep on top of a mast, for the Dead Sea is under 
you—a gulf that hath no bottom. Awake therefore and I 
will help you off with your irons. He also told them that 
if he that “goeth about like a roaring lion’ comes by you, 
you will certainly become a prey to his teeth. With that 
they looked upon him and began to reply in this sort: Simple 
said, “I see no danger;” Sloth said, “Yet a little more 
sleep; and Presumption said, “Every tub must stand upon 
its own bottom.” And so they lay down to sleep again, and 
Christian went on his way.” 

These three men doubtless regarded themselves as loyal 
pilgrims on the road to the Celestial City. But in each case 
their loyalty lacked the quality that might have kept them on 
the road. Nothing is more common than the feeling that 
simple honesty of intention forms an adequate basis of 
conduct; and nothing is more dangerous. The sort of loyalty 
which makes religion a living thing, whether devotion to 
God or to the country, requires, in its application to the 
affairs of life, the use of the head as well as of the heart. 
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Mr. Simple represents the well-meaning citizen who, be- 
cause he is insufficiently instructed and is conscious of the 
purity of his own intentions, cannot be persuaded of the 
nature of the situation that threatens him. He wishes harm 
to no one, desires merely that he be left unmolested; his 
eyes are closed both to the distant scene and to his imme- 
diate surroundings. In Bunyan’s story the man is doomed; 
his honest naivete will not save him from the consequences 
that follow the stupidity of ignorance. 

Equally common and hardly less dangerous is the man 
who, whatever his intelligence, cannot muster the initiative 
to give effect to his intentions. We all of us know him and 
it is possible that if each one of us sat down in the evening 
to rehearse the events of vhe day, there might be not a few 
occasions when we should find ourselves in this category. 
Even with a willing spirit the flesh is weak. How sweetly 
sound the words of Mr. Sloth: “‘Yet a little more sleep.” 
Yet it is certain that failure to come to decisive action when 
the hour has struck carries inevitable penalty, sometimes 
light but not infrequently heavy. If it is a matter of missing 
an early morning class, undergraduate philosophy will ease 
the pain or the indulgence of the Dean may even lighten the 
penalty. In later life the business world is apt to show itself 
less tolerant. In matters of state, where the entire com- 
munity is involved, the lack of decisive action has in more 
than one case caused the downfall of a nation. 

Presumption is the excessive individualist who has not 
learned that in a community of citizens the higher loyalty to 
the group compels the constant sacrifice of personal interests. 
He does not see that a sense of responsibility to those who 
form the group is the only basis upon which democratic citi- 
zenship can be built. “Every tub,” says Presumption, “must 
stand upon its own bottom.” His exasperating and short- 
sighted self-sufficiency brings him to disaster. We speak of 
our colonial ancestors as “rugged individualists,” but there 


were no men in history who laid more stress upon the duties 
of man before demanding his rights. The need of the sense 
of responsibility has expanded as our mode of life has 
changed: the increase in population, the extension of the 
means of transportation and communication, intensive in- 
dustrialization, have forced its enlargement. We may resent 
many of the demands made upon us by the community, but 
we must heed them. It is a condition we face and not a 
theory. So in the life of nations and their contacts with each 
other. A material situation has been developing over the 
past forty years that makes it impossible for any nation or 
group of nations to disclaim interest or responsibility for what 
occurs outside of the nation or group. To close our eyes 
to the situation in fancied self-security, to assume that any 
individual or nation is sufficient unto itself, is not merely 
to court disaster but to forget the implications of the ideal 
we defend. 


Gentlemen of the Graduating Class: 

Yale bids you farewell, remembering happily our four 
years of companionship here, confident that in these troublous 
times you will quit yourselves with courageous and intelli- 
gent loyalty to American ideals. Effective loyalty demands 
more than a simple pledge to a patriotic formula. It implies 
the capacity to look beyond the immediate foreground to a 
distant horizon, to survey the course before us and with open 
eyes, with appreciation of the perils involved and with de- 
termination to overcome them, to choose the path that leads 
towards the ideal, mindful always of our debt to our fellow 
citizens. These are qualities the power of which we have 
learned in theory from our studies, the practice of which, 
in some measure or other, you have experienced upon this 
campus. God grant that, strengthened by that experience, 
such qualities may serve you always, as you serve in the life 
of the nation. 


Creative and Defensive Science 


THE SCIENTIFIC WAY IS THE DEMOCRATIC WAY 
By WATSON DAVIS, Director of Science Service, Washington, D. C. 


Before the Department of Science Instruction, National Education Association, Hotel Somerset, Boston, Mass. 


Tuesday, July 1, 1941 


VERSHADOWING almost everything else these 

critical days is the application of almost all our 

energies and our science to rescuing the world from 
forces of darkness. Our science and our civilization are on 
the defensive. We must assume the offensive. There is 
greater need now for clarity in thought, teaching and doing 
than in more peaceful times. 

Creative and aggressive application of science is called 
for to meet the present emergency. Research, experimenta- 
tion and invention are as important to national defense as 
the airplanes, ships, tanks, and guns used by the military 
forces. In a large measure the weapons and the means of 
protection against weapons are created by science. 

The scientist should not be blamed for the use to which 
the world puts his brain children, no more than a mother 
of a soldier should be taken to task. The airplane is first 
a means of peaceful transportation, and only incidentally 
used to carry death-dealing bombs. Our mechanized army 
is merely an adaptation of the millions of the useful auto- 
motive vehicles that fill our highways. The butcher knife 


is no less necessary and useful because a few misguided in- 
dividuals use it to slit human throats. 

It is comforting to know that in the present world situa- 
tion scientists are hard at work on essential research tasks 
of vital importance to our defense effort. In almost every 
university and industrial laboratory there are teams of sci- 
entists hard at work on secret problems that will aid our 
defense efforts on all fronts. 

Many of these problems are directly concerned with 
aerial, sea or land warfare, but many of them will bring 
important benefits to the population at large. Some of the 
social benefits of the defense effort, put into use by the ne- 
cessity of the emergency, should be long lasting. 

Typical of these benefits to the whole population is the 
addition to flour and bread of vitamins and minerals which 
will heighten morale and benefit health. The most im- 
portant of these additions is vitamin B, or thiamin which 
is generally lacking from our daily diet, and which is needed 
every day to keep us from becoming irritable, morose and 
uncooperative. This vitamin, riboflavin and iron are being 
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added to “enriched” bread and flour, as the result of the 
cooperation of scientists and the milling and baking industry. 

Dr. Russell M. Wilder, of the Mayo Clinic, Chairman 
of the National Research Council’s nutrition committee, be- 
lieves that Hitler’s “secret weapon” may be the taking away 
of vitamin B, or thiamin from the diet of the conquered 
countries. A little thiamin deficiency is associated with ir- 
ritability, but much or long-continued deficiency is more 
likely to result in depression, exhaustion and feelings of 
inferiority. The Germans are said to be making the fullest 
use of the newest knowledge of nutrition in the prosecution 
of this war, particularly, in reference to the excellence of 
the nutrition of their armed forces. Rumor has it, according 
to Dr. Wilder, that the Nazis are making deliberate use of 
thiamin starvation to reduce the populations of the occupied 
countries to a state of depression and mental weakness and 
despair which will make them easier to hold in subjection. 

Scientific research has been greatly accelerated in the gov- 
ernment’s many scientific and engineering laboratories, such 
as those of the National Advisory Committee for Aero- 
nautics. In a very large measure the modern airplane is a 
creation of the engineers and scientists of the NACA, who 
added many miles per hour to the speed of war and peace 
planes without cost of extra fuel or power by making them 
aerodynamically smoother. Research is rushing in the many 
laboratories of the National Bureau of Standards, the U. S. 
Bureau of Mines and the Geological Survey. The mining 
experts and geologists are searching intensively for new 
deposits that can supply much-needed strategic minerals, 
such as tungsten, manganese, mercury, tin, etc. 

New organizations have been created to do research for 
the military forces. There is the National Defense Research 
Committee which has over 200 secret projects underway. 
These involve the science facilities at 80 of our large uni- 
versities and personnel at 30 large industrial laboratories. 
It is estimated that a fourth of the physicists of the nation 
are in defense research and many of them are working on 
NDRC projects. The Army and Navy undertake much re- 
search directly but in these urgent times the normal military 
research of the nation has been increased many fold by the 
extensive organization of projects under the NDRC. 

The important function of receiving and evaluating the 
many suggestions offered by the public to help our defense 
effort has been undertaken by the National Inventors Coun- 
cil. This group of $l-a-year engineers and experts, with the 
aid of a staff located in the Department of Commerce in 
Washington, has already received and reviewed over 30,000 
suggestions, some of which are already being put to use by 
the Army and Navy. 

Medical and psychological experts are being mobilized for 
defense research by the National Research Council, the 
operating agency of the National Academy of Sciences. 

One important fact may not be appreciated by the public. 
It is that the officers of the Army and Navy charged with 
making us strong in a military way are open-minded as to 
new ideas. As a matter of fact, they are eager for new ways 
to do things. If a new weapon is developed you may be 
sure that they will use it. 

Psychological aspects of defense are more important in 


‘these time than ever before. Experts on human behavior, 


or misbehavior, perhaps it should be called, can help in our 
national protection against ideas and ideologies that do vio- 
lence to our cherished ideals of democratic methods and pro- 
cedures. 

Unprincipled force wielded by the totalitarian dictators 
must be fought by all the weapons at our command. It may 
well be that we can develop and apply morale and psycho- 





logical weapons that will prove to be as important as men, 
airplanes, ships and tanks. 

More normal scientific developments of outstanding im- 
portance are continuing at an accelerating rate. Some of 
these fundamental and peaceful researches may be retarded 
by the concentration of personnel and laboratories upon 
military problems. But there is cross-fertilization between 
the emergency and the more normal activities. Some dis- 
covery for war purposes may be extremely useful when the 
world becomes more peaceful. 

Picking a few of the most important of the newer develop- 
ments in various science fields: 


1. The chemical cures of diseases, through the sulfa 
drugs. The pneumonias and other various infections, dozens 
of them, have lost their deadliness, thanks to these chemical 
treatments. 

2. Frequency modulation (FM) radio promises a revolu- 
tion in broadcasting. 

3. The newer knowledge of nutrition, the further ex- 
ploration of the vitamins, carrying with it the possibility 
of banishing hidden hunger from the land. 

4+. Science’s newer attacks upon mental disease, such as 
shock treatment for schizophrenia. 

5. Continued development of aviation, making it the 
foremost method of speedy transportation, as constructive 
for peace as destructive for war. 

6. The development of synthetic plastics—made from air, 
water, coal, oil, gas, salt, lime—to compete with metals, silk, 


.glass, and perform many new tasks in our plastic world. 


7. New understanding of the extent and composition of 
the universe and the nature of the atom. 


8. The use of new methods in genetics to produce bigger 
and better kinds of animals and plants for our farms. 


Science teachers have an immense responsibility in this 
troubled world. Human beings must know how to think 
straight and scientifically if the world is to be rescued from 
the plague of intolerance, emotional ignorance and aggres- 
sion that afflicts it. Sane and effective persons have their 
abilities and personalities molded by home, community and 
school. 

In the school, science must not be confined to the science 
courses. Science must take the offensive and penetrate its 
methods and its contents into English, history, language, and 
even athletic curricula. The science courses must not be 
diluted and distorted by the old authoritarian cult of de- 
creed knowledge, smacking of the false, outmoded, revealed 
wisdom of the ancients (and the Nazis) which has done so 
much to block human progress. The experimental attitude 
must prevail, the courses must be taught experimentally, 
the teachers must be experimentally minded in a perpetually 
unfinished experimental world. The science teachers must 
transmit to teachers in the other subjects the beneficient 
antibodies of straight thinking that do so much to create 
an effective civilization. 

We should rejoice in the teaching tools that are avail- 
able these days: Texts that spur the student onward in his 
exploration of the universe around him, exhibitions and mu- 
seums of both historical and current content on a “do-it- 
yourself” basis, radio programs, phonograph records, motion 
pictures, that condense into minutes content that might take 
weeks to absorb by older methods. 

Newspapers and magazines provide supplementary read- 
ing for science courses, new every day, that must not he 
overlooked. Science magazines, such as the weekly Science 
News Letter, have their important place for both teacher 
and student. Science Service has also made it possible for 
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anyone to receive each month and keep for his own a highly 
interesting and educational THING of science, an educa- 
tional service that has been received with a great deal of 
enthusiasm. 

Paramount to all the helpful and almost necessary ac- 
cessories to science teaching is the scientific attitude or 
method. Without the scientific way of thinking and doing 
all else is futile and misdirected. 

The reason we teach science and take science to the people, 
as I see it, is because we are convinced that it is the suc- 
cessful method of doing and thinking. Much of our battle 
upward is a conflict between science and superstition. It is 
astronomy vs. astrology, fact vs. hearsay, experiment vs. 
dogma, planning vs. trusting to luck. 

In these perilous times for so many areas of the world, 


we cannot reaffirm too often that the scientific way is the 
democratic way. The methods of science will make democracy 
work if they find their way to the public. Test of reason 
and experience can weed out the charlatan, the incompetent 
and the unworthy in high and low places in our people’s 
business, if we see to it that democracy is free to operate. 
Freedom to practice the scientific method in the everyday 
world as well as in the laboratory is of importance equal to 
freedom of the press and assembly. 

When we see the cramming of thoughts into dictator- 
wrought molds, the exiling of the brains and bodies of the 
human cream of great nations, the suppression of even the 
hollow shell of freedom over the great areas of this earth, 
we are thankful for the conditions under which we live and 
which we are resolved to maintain. 


A Common Basis and a Common Purpose 


THINGS THAT MAKE LIFE WORTH LIVING 


By JOHN D. ROCKEFELLER, JR. 
Over Station WMCA, New York, July 8, 1941 


ELLOW Parents and Neighbors: We stand together 

tonight on a common basis and with a common pur- 

pose. The common basis is that we are each of us 
the parent of a son who is in the defense forces of our coun- 
try. I am proud, as you are, that my son, like yours, is 
serving his country in this important field. Like you I would 
to God that none of our boys should have to go into war 
training, for I hate war. At the same time, you could never 
have forgiven yourself, nor could I with my son, had I put 
a straw in the way of his going, or done anything other 
than back him to the limit as he volunteered for service. 

The common purpose which unites us is to see to it, that 
there are made available to these sons of ours in the time 
they spend outside of the training areas, opportunities that 
will satisfy their normal desire for wholesome companionship 
and recreation, and will protect them from those forces that 
seek their undoing, and influences that will develop that 
splendid something called morale, without which the finest 
military training can not make a good soldier. 

In the service these sons of ours are only “Private Jones” 
or “Seaman Smith’”’—to us they are our pride and joy. They 
have often meant heartache and sleepless nights. But what 
worthwhile boy does not have his ploblems, his temptations 
and his defeats as well as his victories? For a quarter of a 
century we have watched them grow and develop as we have 
dreamed of their future. 

And now they have gone out from our homes into a new 
and strange life to become the proud defenders of their 
country, but they have not gone out from our hearts; they 
are more than ever in our thoughts. We do not propose to 
see what we have been doing for them all these years go for 
naught. We do not propose to have them cut off after train- 
ing hours, from activities that are normal and wholesome. 
It is to provide these activities that we so gladly turn to the 
United Service Organizations, which are fitted, each one of 
them, not only by long years of successful experience in their 
respective fields, but also by similar work in the last war, 
to do for our sons what we covet for them and they eagerly 
seek, after the day’s work is done. 

To that end we have banded ourselves together into the 
Selective Service Parents and Neighbors Committee of the 
United Service Organizations, because we know that thus 


united we will be a more effective force, multiplied many 
times, as we succeed in associating with ourselves the other 
parents of New York’s 100,000 boys in the army and navy 
and the friends and neighbors of those parents, representing 
in all some two million families in this city. It is because I 
believe so profoundly in what these six organizations can do 
for our sons who are in the defense service, that I have not 
only accepted membership on their managing board and 
executive committee, but am proud to act as the Honorary 
Chairman of this committee, in which capacity I speak to you 
tonight. 

Some people say “But too much is being done for the 
trainees; what they need is to be made hard and tough and 
not to be babied and pampered. We are not sympathetic with 
the work of the USO”. 

Those who say that the man who is tough makes the best 
soldier, know little of human nature. He who carries on 
when physical forces are exhausted is the man who is buoyed 
up by the spiritual force called morale, who is fighting, not 
for the lust of killing, but for a principle, a great cause, 
dearer than life itself. I certainly do not want my son made 
tough by his military training, nor do you. I do not want 
my son just because he is a soldier, to be abandoned by those 
influences that make for character. I want him to come back 
home, whatever his military experience may be, still a man 
with ideals, holding duty and honor above life. That you 
share fully with me these views I am confident. It is for that 
reason that we, the parents and neighbors of these boys, want 
to see provided for them when outside of the training areas, 
a wholesome atmosphere, the companionship of fine women 
and girls, recreations that are normal and influences that 
will keep them clean, and worthy. 

But, unfortunately, there are far too few such places avail- 
able as yet for soldiers and sailors when off duty. Many of 
the boys, as they flock into the nearby towns and cities, are 
today having that enervating and wholly discouraging feeling 
forced upon them “that nobody cares’. There is nothing 
that more quickly leads to demoralization. That is why the 
campaign for the USO must be pressed, not only to success, 
but to an overwhelming success. Nothing could prove more 
conclusively to our defense forces that the people of this 
country are solidly behind them and that “everybody cares” 
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about their well being, than to have the fund largely over- 
subscribed. Moreover, every dollar, every penny that can be 
secured is needed, and more too, to provide the facilities 
which we as parents have promised our sons, and we as Citi- 
zens have promised our defense forces. 

Not long since I sought to formulate in my own mind 
the things that make life most worth living, without which 
it would have little meaning. Some of these things have been 
relegated to bygone days; some are regarded as long since 
outgrown. Nevertheless I believe they are every one of them 
fundamental .and eternal. They are the principles on which 
my wife and I have tried to bring up our family; they are 
the principles in which my father believed and by which he 
governed his life. They are the principles, many of them, 
which I learned at my mother’s knee. They point the way 
to usefulness and happiness in life, to courage and peace in 
death. If they mean to you what they mean to me they may 
perhaps be helpful also to our sons for their guidance and 
inspiration. Let me state them: 

I believe in the supreme worth of the individual and in 
his right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 

I believe that every right implies a responsibility; every 
opportunity, an obligation, every possession, a duty. 

I believe that the law was made for man and not man for 
the law; that government is the servant of the people and 
not their master. 

I believe in the dignity of labor, whether with head or 
hand; that the world owes no man a living but that it owes 
every man an opportunity to make a living. 

I believe that thrift is essential to well ordered living and 
that economy is a prime requisite of a sound financial struc- 
ture, whether in government, business or personal affairs. 

I believe that truth and justice are fundamental to an 
enduring social order. 

I believe in the sacredness of a promise, that a man’s word 
should be as good as his bond; that character—not wealth 
or power or position—is of supreme worth. 

I believe that the rendering of useful service is the com- 
mon duty of mankind and that only in the purifying fire of 
sacrifice is the dross of selfishness consumed and the great- 
ness of the human soul set free. 

I believe in an all-wise and all-loving God, named by 
whatever name, and that the individual’s highest fulfillment, 
greatest happiness and widest usefulness are to be found in 
living in harmony with His will. 

I believe that love is the greatest thing in the world; that 
it alone can overcome hate; that right can and will triumph 
over might. 

These are the principles, however formulated, for which 
all good men and women throughout the world, irrespective 


of race or creed, education, social position or occupation are 
standing, and for which many of them are suffering and 
dying. These are the principles upon which alone a new 
world recognizing the brotherhood of man and the father- 
hood of God can be established. It is to help usher in this 
new day that our sons have dedicated themselves to the 
service of their country. And it is that they may be kept 
worthy of this high service that we call upon all parents 
and neighbors in this city and throughout the length and 
breadth of this fair land to stand with us in supporting the 
United Service Organizations and their campaign. 
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TO TEACHERS AND STUDENTS 
OF PUBLIC SPEAKING: 


Lionell Crocker, Ph.D., Director of the Department of 
Speech of Denison University, and author of the book “Public 
Speaking for College Students,” gave a talk before the Cen- 
tral States Speech Association at its recent convention on 
the subject “VITAL SPEECHES as a Teaching Device.” 
This talk we have just published in pamphlet form. In his 
foreword Dr. Crocker said: 


“Book agents have repeatedly tried to sell me on selec- 
tions of speeches for use in my courses but I have replied 
that I was using VITAL SPEECHES. When asked why I 
preferred VITAL SPEECHES to a volume of speeches all 
nicely fixed up with introductions and teaching helps, I re- 
plied that my most important reason was that I liked the 
timeliness of the speeches. For example, this speech which 
is examined here was given on March 15, 1941 and it 
appeared in VITAL SPEECHES April 1, 1941. Many of 
my students have heard President Roosevelt give this 
speech. 

Then the book representative would say that the speeches 
in the compilations were already edited for the teacher’s 
and the student’s use. My reply to this is that any teacher, 
who is not overworked, is only too glad to go over the 
speech with his students and point out the important de- 
vices of composition used. 

Students of economics find valuable material in speeches 
on their subject. Students of government use the material 
useful to them. In short, I like the motivation which comes 
from a use of the speeches in VITAL SPEECHES 
MAGAZINE.” 


Dr. Crocker took the speech of President Roosevelt on the 
subject “Aid to the Democracies” and has commented upon 
its thought and language and divided it into its organic 
parts. This study of a Roosevelt speech will give the student 
the key to the success of the President as a public speaker. 

It’s free upon request to the publishers of VITAL 
SPEECHES, 33 West 42nd St., New York. 











“I regard it as particularly important that VITAL SPEECHES 
should be in all our public libraries, as well as in the reading rooms of 


colleges and high schools. Through these mediums it would reach tens of 


thousands of intelligent young people who would gain from it an informa- 


tion and an outlook which it would take many years to get in any other 


way or from any other source.” 


DR. NICHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER, President, Columbia University 





